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CHAP. L;* 


" I.: The be" on 2, writing this The 2. The ſence 
of the Church of England tonching. Tranſubſtan- 
- tiation, 2. Three Paſſages in her Articles ,. Li- 
curg's aud Homilies that ſeems to imply 4 Real 
\ Preſence. 4.. 4 yielding, at leaſt. for the profes, 
' that the Charchof England i for a Real Preſence, 
but of that. Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt which he diſ- 
| ele Y- ' zn the ſixth Ch yr of St. John's Goſpel, 
rboug be for 4 Seal A Efrnce of that which =, 
;, i; roff. 5. That our Saviour himſelf difti you 
| rk that Fleſb. and Bloud. he bore 4 io, gt 
and that he there ſo earne#l difeoarſes of * 6. That 
. this Divine Food there d if ourſed of, t « Fleſh and 
Blood of Chriſt, is moſt copiouſly to be fed upon in 
_ the Haly Euchariſt, aud that our Communion-Service 
'* alludes to the ſame, nar does by ſuch a Real Peck 
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HE occaſion of writing this ſhort 
Treatiſe was this. Iobſerving the Pa- 
ers herein England, publiſſed 1n be- 
Fair of the Church of Ro-z, and for 


- thedrawing off People from the Or- 
| thodox Faith of theChurch of Ezg/azd, which holds 


of the Body aid Blood of Chrl ar the Celdbration 
of 'the Holy Eacharith, gh ” 

2. Concerning which , 'that we” may the 'imore- 
elearly judge, we will bring into view what She ſays. 
touching them both. Ard as touching the former. 
(Article 
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Caxar. I. the Real Preſence. 
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& ation (or the change of the ſubſtance of Bread and 


 & Wine in the Supper of the Lord) cannot'be proved 


< by Holy Writ ; but it is repugnant to the plain 
« words of Scripture , overthroweth the nature of 
«a Sacrament, and hath given occaſion to many Su- 
« perſtitions.] And in the latter part of the Rubrick 
at the end of the Communion-Service, She ſays, © That 
«the Sacramental Bread and Wine remain till in 
«their very natural Subſtances, and therefore may 
& not;be adored (for that were Idolatry tobe abhorred 
& of all faithful Chriſtians) and the zatural Body and 
<« Bloud of our Saviour Chriſt are in Heaven and not 
« here, it being againſt the Truth of Chriſt's natural 
« Body to be at one time in more places than one.] 
This is ſufficiently expreſs againft 7Tran/ubſtantiation. 
3. Now thoſe paſſages that ſeem to imply a Rea/ 
Preſence in the Enchari# are theſe. In the above-na- 
med Article 28. The Body of Chri#, ſaith our Church, 
i given, taken, and eaten in the Supper only after an 
Heavenly and Spiritual manner. And the mean whereby 
the Body of Chriſt # received and eaten in the Supper, i 
Faith, Againſt which our Adverſaries ſuggeſt, That 
no Faith can make us aCtually receive and eat that, 
'which is, God knows, how far diſtant from us ; and 
that therefore we imply that the Body of Chriſt is 
really preſent in the Exchari#. Another Paſſage occurs 
in our Catechiſm, where it is told 'us, That the inward 
part of the Sacrament, or thing ſignified, is the Body 
and Bloud of Chrift , which are verily and indeed taker 
and received by os wn; of in the Lord's Supper. Where 


[verily] .and [indeed] ſeems to imply Aa Real  Pre- 
ſence and Participation -of the Body. and Bloud gf 


Chriſt. © The laft place ſhall be that inthe; Homzhy, of 
worthy receiving and reverend efteeming of the Sacra-. 
. HS =  ment* 


( Article 28.) her words are theſe : © Tranſubſianti- | 
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ment of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt. The words 
are theſe, © But thus much we'muſt be ſure to hold, 
*& that in the Supper of the Lord there is no vain Cere- 
. *mony, no bare Sign, no untrue Figure of a thing abſext. 
{But asthe Scripture ſaith, The Tableof the Lord, 
«the Bread and Cup of the Lord, the Memory of 
« Chriſt, the Annunciation of his Death, yea the (om- 
&« 2union of the Body and Blqud of the Lord, in a mar- 
« wellous Incorporation, which by the Operation of the 
&« Fly Gho## (the very bond of. our conjunttion with 
« Chriſt) is through Faith wrought in the Souls of the 
&« faithful : Whereby not only their Souls live to Eter- 
&* nal Life, but they ſurely truſt to win their Bodies a 
«RefurreCtion toImmortality.} And immediately 
there is added, « The true underſtanding of this Fru- ' 
« ition and Union which is betwixt the Body and the | 
«Head, betwixt the true Believers and Chriſt, the an- 
* cient Catholick Fathers both perceiving themſelves, 
« and commending to their people, were not afraid to 
« call this Supper, ſome of them, the Salve of Immor- 
& tality, and Sovereign Preſervative againſt Death; 
© others the Deifick Communioz, others the ſweet 
*< Daintiesof our Saviour, the Pledg of Eternal Health, 
< the Defence of Faith, the Hope of the ReſurreQion ; 
«Others the Food of Immortality, the Healthful 
«Grace, and the Conſervatory to everlaſting Life.] 
There are ſo many high Expreſſions in theſe paſſa- 
ges, that our Adverſaries who would by this Hook 
pluck us back again into the Error of TranſubHtanti- 
ation, willunavoidably imagine andalledg from hence, 
. that if we will ſtand to the Aſſertions of our own 
Church, we muſt acknowledge the Real Preſence of 
the Body and Blood of our-Saviour inthe Sacrament. 
4+ And let us be ſo civil to them as, at leaſt for 
- the preſent, to yield, that underſtandiog it in - = 
| enle,. 
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ſenſe, we do acknowledge. the Rea! Preſence. ':Butiir 
does not ar all follow from thence, that we-muſt 
hold that that very Body of Chriſt that. hung upon 
the Croſs, and whoſe Blood was there ſhed,. is really 


| preſent in the Sacrament ; but that our Church, 


ſpeaking co-formably to Chriſt's Diſcourſe. on'this Mat- 
ter in the ſixth of John, and to the: ancient primitive 
Fathers, whoſe expreſſions do. plainly allude to that 
Diſcourſe of our - Saviour's in the (ixth of S. Johs, 
doth aſſert both a Real Preſence of the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt to be received by the faithful in the Excha- 
riſt, and alſo a Real Abſence of that Body and Blood 
that was crucified and ſhed on the Croſs. And this 
ſeems to-b2 the expreſs Dottrine of our Saviour in 
the above-mentioned Chapter of S. John, where the 
Eternal Word incarnate ſpeaks thus-<- © 

John 6. v. 518 1 am the living Bread which came down 
from Heaven, (viz. the Manna which the: Plalmiſt 
calls the Food of Angels, alſo). if any eat of this Bread, 
he ſhall live for ever (viz. of this true Manna, of which 
the Manna in the - Wilderneſs was:but.a Type) zd 


- the Bread that I will give is my: fleſh (which therefore 


ſtill is that 7mmortalizing Manna, the true Bread from. 
Heaven) which [ will give for the life of the World, 
that the whole IntelleQtual Creation may live thereby,. 
it being their vivifick Food. For as you:may. gathep: 
by wer/. 62, 63. he does not underſtand his. j that 
hung on the Croſs. And. it was. the- ignorance of 
the Fews that they thought he did ::and therefore they 
cryed out on him, ſaying, v. 52: How can this man 
give ws his fleſh to eat ?- And that is. becauſe they took. 
him to be a mere man, or an ordinary man, not the* 
incarnate Logos. Which Logos Clemens Alexandrinus: 
calls arIpwmy amen, the zmpaſſible man ; and riſme» 
giſtus, 7 T3 Ys aids avpumy ive grvingn. ow, that _ 


A brief Diſcourſe of Cunar. 
ave man the Sou of Gad born of him, which he ſays is 
6 qareowpys $ myAſyureriah, the Author of Regeneration, 
as having the Life in him, the Zwn, John 1. v. 4.and 
this Zown or Life the Divine or Spiritual Body, one 
neceſſary Element of Regeneration, which myſtery 
we-cannot .here in{ift upon. But in the mean time 
let us obſerve-our Saviour's Anſwer to this Scruple 
of the Jews ;' He is ſofar from receding from what he 
ſaid, that he with all earneſtneſs and vehemency al- 
ſerts.the ſame again. 
. Then Jeſus ſaid wnto.them, Verily, verily T ſay unto 
90#, except you eat the fleſh of the Son of ran (that is of 
the. Meſſias, . or the Word Incarnate) and drink his blood, 
you have no lifein you. .Whoſo eateth my fleſh and drink- 
eth my blood hath Eterpal Life, and 1 will raiſe him up 
at the laſt day. - Far my fleſh is neat indeed, and my blood 
i drink.indeed. He that eateth my fleſh and arinteth 
| my: blood, dwelleth in we and Tin him. As the living Fa- 
= ther hath ſent me and 1 live by the Father, ſo he that 
eateth me (viz. that eateth: his fleſh and drinketh 

his blood) ever he: fball live. by me. This « that bread 

that came down from Heaven, not as your | Fathers did 

eat Manna, and: are; dead; 'he that eateth of this Bread, 

ſhall live for ever. — | = | 

$5. This is that: earze#,. lofty and /ub/;me diſcourſe 

of our Saviourtouching his rea/ Fleſh and Blood, that 

the- ſcandal given tothe Jews could not drive him off 

from ; and perſiſting in it, be gave alſooffence to his 

Diſciples, that mutrered and faid, This i an hard ſay- 

mzg, Who. can hear 33 ? Wherefore I muſt confeſs in- 

genuoully, that it ſeems to me incredible, that un- 

"der fo: !ofty rayſterious a Style, and earneſt alleveration 

of what he affirms, though to rhe ſcandal of -hoth 
the Jews.and his:own Diſciples, there ſhould. not: be 
couched ſome. moſt: weighty and. profound Truth 
| concerning 
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concerning ſome'rea! Fleſh and'Blood of his,touching 
which this vehernent and ſublimeDiſcourle:is framed, 
which-is a ptece of that part of the Chriſtian Phi- 
loſophy (as ſore of the Antients call Chriſtianity) 
which Or#zex terms 'opia, The Objei? of this catere: 
and drinking is the Fleſb and Blood of 'Chrift :- Butto 
retifie the errour.of his Diſciples, he plainly affirms, 
that he doth not mean what he faid, 'of the Fleſh and 
Blood he then bore about with him. In ver/e 61, 
62,62}. Does this offend you (ſaith he totthem)) what and 
f you ſhall fee the Son of Man aſcend np where tre was 
ore (then my particular »atwra/ Body will be-far 
erdugh -removed from you, and-your ſelves then 
from ſo'groſs a conceit as to think Tunderſtand this. 
of my nataral, particular Body or Fleſh.) 'No, fays ke,. 
the fleſh profiteth. nothing; it is' the ſpirit that quickens ; 
the words that T ſpeak unto you, they are ſpirit and they. 
are life, that is to ſay, they are-concerning that '/p-- 
ritual Body and Life or Spirit that accompanies '1t: 
( That which i born of the fleſh is fleſh, and that which+1s, 
born of the ſpirit is ſpirit ) the both ſeed and nouriſh«- 
ent of thoſe that are Regemerate ; the Principles of. 
their Regeneration, and the Divine Food for their Nu= 
_— whereby rhey grow vp'to their due ſtature.in; 
Cliriſt. . | bo: -; 
_ 6. And where, ' or where {0 fully 'is' this D:v4ze- 
Food to'be had, 'as in that moſt'ſolemmn'and:moſt de-. 
votional approaching: God'in the' Celebration; of the- 
Communion of the Body-and' Blood 'of * (hrift, where - 
ve 'both "teſtthe'and- advance: thereby>our yp5r/tual ? 
"#ni0u with him, accordingias'he'has*dectared ;in; 
John ch.\6. He: that: cater mop ſts wn drinketh my 
- Stood, tdveleth in'me, and T'in/ him. "Opot which our 
" Comminziou-Seyvitethus gloſſts :- Tharif with: true. 
'penitent* heart and lively faith we' receive this Holy. 
SACrament, . 
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Sacrament, wethen ſpiritually eat the Fleſh of Chriſt 
and drink his Blood, we dwell in Chriſt and Chriſt 
in us, we are one with Chriſt and Chriſt with us. 
And whereas the Adverſaries of our Church obje&, 
We cannot eat the Fleſh of Chriſt and drink his 
Blood, in the Celebration of the Lord's Supper, un- 
leſs his Fleſh and Bleod be really preſent ; we do ac- 
knowledge that that Fleſh and Blood which our Savi- 
our diſcourſes of in S* John, and which our L:targie 
alludes to, as alſo thoſe notable ſayings of the Fa- 
thers above-cited out of the Homily, touching the 
worthy receiving the Lord's Supper , is really preſent in 
the Euchariſt. And that there is that which Chriſt 
calls his Fſþ and Blood, diſtin&t from that which he 
then bore about with him, and was crucified on the 
Croſs, he does moſt manifeſtly declare: in that Dil- 
courle in $* John, as I have already proved. . So ma- 
nifeſt 1s it, that the Rea/ Preſence does nct imply any 
. TranſubFantiation' of the Bread and Wine into the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt. 


' CHAP. Il. 


1. The Biſhop of Meaux his eabliſhing Tranſubſtan- 
', tiation- wpoz the literal ſenſe of [This is my Body]. 
3 2. That according to the literal ſenſe, the Bread that 
, Chriſt bleſſed was both Bread and the Body of Chriſt 
. » 4t- once, and that the avoiding that abſurdity caſt them 
-, [pon Fixanſubſtantiation. 3. That Tranſubſtantia- 
{+ 'Honexreeds that avoided Abſurdity,as contradifting the 
1, Senſes as,we(tas Reaſon, \ and /abouring under the Bene 
1; Abſurdity'#+ {&f.. 4; Further Reaſons why the Road 
. . of the literal ſenſe ir to be left, and that we-are to ſtrike 
DOTS « znto 
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into the Figurative, the former contraditting the Prin- 
ciples of Phyſicks, 5. Of Metaphyſicks, 6. Of 
Mathematicks, 7. And of Logs 8. That Tran- 
ſubſtantiation 2mplies, the ſame thing is and is not at 
the [ame time. g. 4 number of Alſurditie plainly 
reſulting from Tranſubſtantiation. 


F: ND therefore to prop up this great miſtake 
| of Tranſubitantiation, they are fain to recur 

and ſtick to a /iteral ſenſe of thoſe words of our Savi- 
our [This is my Body] which I finding no where 
more handſomely done than by the Right Reverend 
Biſhop of Meavx, I ſhall produce the Paſſage in his 
own words (that 1s, the tranſlation of them) in his 
Expoſition of the Dottrine of the Catholick Church, Se. 
10. The Real-Preſence, ſays he, of the Body and 
Blood of our Saviour is ſolidly eſtabliſhed by the 
words of the Inſtitution [This 1s my Body] which 
we underſtand /iterally ; and there is no more reaſon 
to ask us why we fix our ſelves to the proper and /zte- 
ral ſenſe, than there is to ask a Traveller why he 
follows the high Road. It is their parts who have 
recourſe to the Figurative ſenſe, and who take by- 
paths, to give a reaſon for what they do. As for us, 
ſince we find nothinginthe words which Jeſus Chriſt 
makes uſe of for the Inſtitution of this Myſtery,obli- 
ging usto take them ina Figurativeſenſe, we think that 
to be a ſufficient Reaſon to determine us to the /iteral. 
2. In anſwer to this, I ſhall, if it be not too great 

a Preſumption, firſt accompany this venerable Perſon 
in this h/gh Road of the /iteral ſenſe of the words of 
Inſtitution [This is my Body] and then ſhew how 
this Road, as fairly as it looks, is here a mere Angi- 
portus that hath no exzt«s or Paſſage, fo that we muſt 
. be forced to divert out of oh or go back again, i 

| ir 
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Firſt then, let us take this ſuppoled bi2h Road, and 
fay, the words [This is my Body] are to beunder- 
ſtood. literally. Wherefore let us produce the whole 
Text, and follow this kind of Gloſs, Luke 22. 19. 
And he togk bread, and gave thanks, and brake it, and 
gave unto them, ſaying, This is my Body, which is given 
for you, This do in remembrance of me. Likewiſe alſo 
the cup after ſupper, ſaying, This cup ts the New Tefta- 
ment in my blood, which is ed for you. Now if we keep 
to the mere /zteral ſenſe, This 1 (as well as, This 
Bread is the Body of Chrift) muſt be really the New 
Teſtament in Chriſt's Bloud, which 3s a thing una- 
voidable if we tye our ſelves to the /zteral ſenſe of the 
words. But why is not the Cap, the Bloud or Cove-. 
»aut in Chriſt's Bloud ? but that a Cp and Bloud are 
Diſparata, or in general, Oppoſita, which to affirm 
one of another is a Contradiction:; as if one ſhould 
fay, a Bear is a Horſe : and therefore we are con- 
rained to-leave the feral ſenſe, and to recur to a 
figurative. But preciſely to keep to the inſtitution of 
that part of the Sacrament-that refpe&s Chriſt's Bo- 
dy ; Tt is plain. that what he took he gave thanks for, 
what he:gave thanks for he brake,” what he brake he 
gave to his Diſciples, faying, This (which he took, 
gave thanks for, brake, and gave to his Diſciples,. 
wiz, theabove-mentianed Bread) is my Body, Where- 
fore the /itere! ſenſe muſt neceflarily he: This Bread 
(as.beforeit was Thrs (up,)25 my Body. Tnfomuch that 
according to this. /iteral ſenſe it is both really Bread 
{fll, and realy the Body of Chriſt at once. Which, I 
believe, there is no Romani but will be aſhamed to 
admit. But why cannot headmit this but that Bread” 
and:the Body. of Chrift are Oppoſita, and' therefore the 
ane-cannot-be faid to be the other without a perfe&- 
repugnancy ar contradiCtion.to humane Reaſon ; as. 

abſurd: 
\ 
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abſurd as if one fhould: ſay, a Bear is a Hoyſe, or a 
Roſe a Black-bird ; whence, by the bye, we may note 
the neceſſary uſe of Reaſon in Matters of Religion, 
and that whats a plain Contradi#ion to humane Rex- 
fon, ſuch as, a Triangle is a Circle, or a Cow an- Horſe, 
ate not to be admitted for Artieles of the Chriſtian 
Faith. And for this Reafon, I ſtppoſe, the Church 
of Rome fell into the Opinion of Travſub#antiation, 
(from this /teral way of expounding thefe words 
[This is my Body]) rather than according to the ge- 
nutne leading of that way, they would admit, that 
whar Chriſt gave his Diſciples, was both rea! Bread 
aad the real Body of Chriſt at once. | | 

2. But fee the infelicity of this DoQtrine of Tray- 
ſubſtantiation, which does not only contradiQt the in- 
violable Principles of Reaſon in humane Souls, butalſs 
all the outward ſenſes, upon which account it is more 
intolerable than that Opinion which they ſeem ſo 
much to abhor, as to prefer Tranſab/tantiation before 
it, though it contradi& only Reaſoz, not the o»tward 
Senſes, which rightly circumſtantiated are fir Judges 
touching ſenſible Obje&s, whether they be this' of 
that, Fiſh or Fowl, Bread or Fleſh. Nay I may 
add, That theſe Tranſubſtantrators have fallen over 
and above that contradiQion to' the rightly circum- 
ſtantiated ſenſes, into that wery abſaraity, that they 
ſeemed ſo much to abhor from, that is, the confound- 
ing two oppoſite Species into one Individual Snbflance, 
viz, that one and the ſame Individual Subſtance 
ſhould be really both Bread and ChrifPs Body at once, 
But by their tranfubſtantrating the Individual Sub- 
ftance of the' Brezd into the Individeal Subſtance of - 
ChriiiPs Body, they run into this-very Repugnancy 
which they ſeemed: before ſo cautiouſly to: avoid ; 
two Individual Subftartces (as /pecres 7nfime). being 
EL: C 2 Oppoſita, 
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,Oppoſita, and therefore uncapable of being ſaid to be 
the ſame,. or to be pronounced one of the other with- 
out a Cortradiction. Tt is impoſſible that the Soul 
of Socrates, for example, ſhould be ſo tranſubſtan- 
tiated into the Soul of Plato, that it ſhould become 
his Soul, inſomuch: that it may be faid of Socrates's 
Soul , that it is the Soul of Plato ; and there is the 
ſame Reaſon of tranſubſtantiating the Subſtance of 
the Bread into the Subſtance of the Body of Chriſt. 
So that the Subſtance of the Bread may be ſaid to be 
the Body of Chriit, or the Subitance of his Body, 
which it muſt either be, or be aznihilated, and then it 
1s not the Tranſubitantiation of the Subſtance of the 
Bread, but the Annihilation of it, into the Body of Chriſt. 
4. And having rid in this fair-promiſing Road of 
the /izeral ſenſe, but thus far, I conceive, I have made 
it manifeſt , that it is not paſſable, but that we have 
diſcovered ſuch difficulties as may very well move 
me to ſtrike out of it, or return back. And further, 
to ſhew I da it not rafhly, I ſhall add ſeveral other 
Reaſons, as this, venerable Perſon (that thinks fitteſt 
 tokeep in it ſtill) doth but rightfully require ; as de- 
claring, It 1s their parts who have recourſe. to. the 
Figurative ſenſe, and who take by-paths, to give a 
reaſon why they do ſo. Wherefore beſides what I 
have produced. already,.I add theſe, tranſcribed out 
of a Treatiſe of mine, writ many years ago. Be- 
ſides then the Repugnancy. of this Doftrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation to the common ſenſe of all men, accord- 
- ing to which it cannot but be judged to be Bread ſtill, I 
thall now ſhew how it contradiQs the Principles of all 
Arts. and Sciences (which'if we may. not make uſe 
of 1n Theology, to what. great purpoſe are all the. 
Umverſities. in Chriſtendom? ). the Principles, I ſay, 
of Phyſicks, of Metaphyſicks, of Mathematicks, and of, 
. Logick.. 
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Logick. Tt is a Principle in Phyſicks, That that In- 
ternal ſpace or place that a Body occupies, 1s. equal 
to the Body that occupies it. Now let us ſuppoſe, 
that one and the ſame Body occupies two ſuch internal 
places or ſpaces at once. 'Fhis Body therefore is e- 
ual to two ſpaces which are donble to one ſingle 
Cw; wherefore the Body is double to that Body in 
one ſingle ſpace, and therefore one and the ſame Body 
double to it ſelf, which is an enormous Contradittion. 
5. Again in Metaphyſicks, the body of Chriſt is ac- 
knowledged oze, and that as much as any one-body 
elſe in the World. Now the Metaphyſical Notion of 
[one] 1s to be izdiniſum a. ſe (both quoad partes and 
quoad totum) as well as _— 4 quolibet alio ; but- 
the body of Chriſt being both-in Heaven, and with- 
aut any continuance of that body,. here upon Earth 
alſo, the whole body is divided from the whole bo- 
dy, and therefore is entirely both zum and mrnlta, 
which 1s a. perfe& contradiction. | 
6. Thirdly, In the Mathematicks ( Concil. Trident. 
Seſſ. 13. ) the Council of Trext ſaying, that in the ſe- 
paration of the- parts of the /peczes (that which bears 
the outward ſhow of Bread and- Wine) that from this 
diviſion there 1s a parting, of the whole, divided in- 
to, ſo many extire bodies of Chriſt, the body of 
Chriſt being always at the ſame time equal to it 


ſelf; It follows, that a part of the diviſion is equal * 


to the whole that is divided, againſt- that common: 
| Notion in Ex«id, 'That the whole is-bigger than the 
art. | 
, 7. Andilaſtly, In Logzck, it is a Maxim, That the- 
parts agree indeed with the whole, but diſagree one 
_ "with another ; but in the aboveſaid diviſion of the 
Hoſt or Sacrament, the parts do ſo well agree, that. 
they, are intirely the [ame individual thing. And 
| whereas: 


whereas any Diviſion, whether Logica/ or Phyſical, is 
the Diviſion of ſome oxe.into many, this is but the 
Diviſion. of oxe into: 07e and zt ſelf, whicht.is a perfeQt 
contradiction. 

8. To all which you may add, That the Tra/ab- 
#antiation of- the Bread and Wine into the Body and 
Blood of Chrift implys, that the ſame thing both is 
and is not at the ſame time ( whick is againſt that 


Fundamental Principle i= Logick and Mezaphyſicks, 


that both parts: of a contradiction cannot be true) 
which I prove thus. For that Indrvidnat thing that 


can be made, or ts to be made of any thing, is not ;' 


the progreſs m this caſe: being, 4 privatione ad habi- 


tum, as the Schools fpeak, and the fermes of Generatt-+ - 
on or of being made, viz. 4 quo and ad query being 
Non eſſe and: Eſſe, or Non-exiſtent and Exitfent ; 10 
that that paſſing, is from Nom-exiitext to' Exiſtent. 
Now the :4&vidual body of Chriſt is to be made of 


the Wafer conſecrated, for it is turned into: his Izdi- 
vidual Body. But. his Individaal Body was before 


this Confſecration ; wherefore it both was and was not” 
at the ſame time. For in the making thereof there 
was a paſling from the-rer-mimy a-quo, which is the: 
Non-exiſtency of the thing'to be made, to the terni-" 
us aa quem, to the Exiſtency of it, which yet was' 


 1n Being before. 


9: Theſe difficulties are ſufficient to ſhew that this 
high Road of the literal ſenſe taken to eſtabliſh Trans 


ſubſtantiation is 'not paſſable, ſo that there is a neceſ-* 
ſity of diverting or going back. Nor will it be much. 


needful to hint briefly theſe or other like abſurdities 
more. intelligible to. the v»/gey capacity, ſuch: as, 


That the ſame Body at the fame time is/greater and”. 
leſſer than it ſelf; Is but a foot diſtant me or © 
leſs, and yet many thouſand miles diſtant from me : * 


That 
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| the Graſs, and yet journey and walk at the ſame 


_ hands, #6. is intiroly 4n every part of it felf, the 


with his Diſciples in the laſt Supper, fwallowed 
head and mouth and all into his ftomach, which 
| -might amuzeand-puzzle one to-conceive how #t was 
1 le- for his Diſciples not £omifs the Gght of his 


| 5 not.being ſwallowed down into his Romach. -Or,. 
whether our Saviour {watlowed down hisown Bod 


| how his Diſciples could fwallow him down without 
ut into his body only. Theſe and ſeveral fach Ab-- 


this high. Road'.of the 1iteral-ſenſe, -and betake our - 


whereby Trarſubſtantiation with all its Abſurdities is-- 
modes 


——— 


That one and the ſame Perſon may be 1ntirely pre- = 


ſent with himſelf, and ſome huadred thouſand miles 
abſent from himſelf at once : That he may fit ſtill on 


time: That an organized body that hath head, feer, 
comely parts in the more yneomely : That the ſame 
Body now in Heaven may really preſent it ſelf on 
Earth without pafling any ſpace either dire&jy or 
circuitouſly: That-our Saviour Chriſt communicating 


.down' his whole: intire Body, limbs, back, belly, 


ands and head, though his cloaths were {ll viſible 


anto-his tomach-or no, this puzzle will ſtillremain, 
his. cloathes,-he being {8M -in his cloths; or how 

they. could Twallow him down in his cloaths; the-- 
bread tbeing' not tranfubſtantiated tnto his cloaths, | $3 


ſurdities it were eaſie to enumerate. . But T hope I 
have produced ſo much already,that I may, and any 
one elſe, be —_ to:have very goed cauſeto leave - 


{ves to that. more ſafe path of. the Figurative, 


CHAP: 


+ 
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1. An evaſion of the Incredibility of Tranſubſtantiation } 
. ©, drawn = the Omniporency of God. 2.:Anſ. That 
it is no derogation to God's Omnipotency xot to be able 
to do what it implies a contradittion to be done. 3c If | 


this Ttanſubſtantiation had been fecible, yet it had } 
been repugnant to the Goodnels aud Wiſdom of Chriſt ÞF- 
to have effefted it.. 4. A: marvellous witty device of | 
taking away all the, Abſurdities of 'Tranſubftantiation, F 
by giving to Chriſs Body a ſupernatural manner of 
exiltence. 5. That the neat Artifice of this Sopht» | 
{try lies in putting the ſmooth term of ſupernatural }. 
for counter-eſſential or aſyſtatal. 6. That 2t' ts as 
Aſyſtatal manner of Exiftence, proved from the Au- 
 thor's deſcription thereof m ſeveral particulars.” Argy- | 
ments from the multiplication of Chris Body, and | 
difference of time of its produftion. 7. From None | 
extenſion of parts. 8. From Independency of place. 
9. To make 4 body independent of Place: as: uncon- 
cetvable as to make it independent of Time. 10. The 
Argument from: being whole' in every part of the 
Symbols. $4 


I. UT of which Abſurdities: the moſt witty 
evaſion offered to 'our conſideration that I 
have met with, is ia{that ingenious and artfully com- 
poſed Treatiſe, :entitled, 4 Papiſt miſ-repreſented and 
repreſented. In his Chapter of the Euchariſt toward 

. the end, it 1s well worth the tranſcribing that I may ' 
ofter ſome brief Anſwers to the things there compri- 
zed. ©, The Papiſt repreſented, ſaith he ( pag. 11. lin. 
** 22,.) not at all hearkning to his Senſes in a mo 

| © WRETre. 
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« where God ſpeaks ; he unfei nedly confeſſes, that 


&« he that made the World: of: nothing by: his :ſole 
&« Word, . That .cured Diſeaſes by his Word. That 


' <& raiſed the Dead by. his Word, That expelF'diNevils, 
_ *6 That. commanded-the Winds and Seas," 'Thatimul- 
_ © tiplied Bread, That changed Water into Wine by 


& his Word, and Sinners into Juſt:Men, cannot want 
© Power. to change Bread and; Wine- into: his' own 
<«< Body and Blood: by his fole- Word. © - 
iS Ir isan invidious thing; to diſpute:the:Power of 
the Eternal Logos or Word Incarnate', 'who 1s. God: of 
God, very God of very God, and therefore Omzipo- 


text, and can do all things that imply no Contradit#iow 


to be done, as. moſt certainly none of theſe things 
there {pecity'd do; imply-;it... But things [repugnant 
to be done, we may, and'that' with-due reverence, 


declare Godcannotdo. As the Apoſtle does not ſtick 


il 


to :{ay, God cannot lie, Heb. 6. 18. And why is it 
impoſſible for God to lye, but that it is repugnant to 
the Pertetion of his Nature, and particularly that 
Attribute of his YVeracity ? Nor will any adventure 
to affirm that he can make. a Globe or Cylinder 
which ſhall be equidiſtant from, or. touch a Plane 
though but in-half of their Spherical or Cylindrical 
Superficies: or a Circle from whoſe Center 'the lines 


drawn ſhall be unequal, or a:ReQangle! Triangle, 


the Power of whoſe Hypotenuſa:ſhall-not be equal to 
both the Powers of, the .Baſis and:Carhetus,, Andin 


"fine, there are fixt and immutable Idea*s of things, 


and ſuch neceflary-and-inſeparable reſpe&s- and pro- 
perties of them, that to imagine. then mutable, or 
that God canchange them; is to diſorder-and change 
the Eternal and Immutable Intelle&t: of God himſelt. 


Of which thoſe  indeleble and: neceſſary. Notions, 


which the minds :of all- mankind -are conſtious te 
Wo pr Ag D. themſelves 
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themſelves of, if they be but awakened into free at- 
tention thereto, is but a compendious Truxfcripr. 
And therefore God his being not able to do any 
thing that is a Coxtradidtiox to thoſe Eternal Tdea's: 
2nd Habitudes of them in-his own mind, js no lefſen- 
ing, of his-Omniporency';. but to imagine otherwiſe, is 
to difſolve the: Eternal Frame of the Divine Intellect, 
and under a preterice of amplifying his Omniporency, 
to enable God to deftroy himſelf, or to make him fo 
weak. or impotent as to be capable of being deſtroyed by 
himſelf, which is a thing impoſſible. 
 3- But ſuppoſe the Eterm/ Word Incarnate could 
have turned the Bread and Wine into his own 1nd;- 
vidual Body and Bloud, and the thing it ſelf were fe- * 
gible, though it ſeems ſo palpably contraditious to. 
us.: yet there would be this difficulty ſtill remaining, 
that it is-repugnant to his W:/dom and Gooaneff ſo to. 
do (as the Apoſtle ſays, it is MR for God'to 
lye) in that manner he is ſuppoſed to have done it, 
that. is,, in declaring a thing 1s done that is repug-. 
nant ſo apparently to our IntelleEual Faculties, and: 
leaves ſb palpable an: afſurance to all our Senſes, 
though-never ſo rightly circwmſtantiated, that. it is not. 
done, but that it is. fill Bread: ; and; yet that theſe 
ſpecies of Bread and Wine ſhould be fupported by a. 
Miracle, to obfirm or harden us in oar unbeliet of 
this Myftery of Trayſubftavtiation. How does. this. 
fute with either the H/i/dom.of God, if he would in. 
good earneſt have us to believe this Myſtery ; or- 
with. his Goodneſs, to give this Scandal to the World,. 
for whom. Chrift died, and to occaſion fo bloudy- 
Perſecutions of. innumerable . innocent Souls , that- 
could not believe a. thing fo contrary to all Senſe and: 
Reaſon, and indeed to Paſſages of Scripture it ſelf, 
whoſe Pen-men he did inſpire ? Wherefore this 6, 
| plain- 
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plain Evincement, that our Saviour meant figurative. 
ty when he faid [This is my Body] and that his Di- 
{ciples underftood him fo (there being nothing more 
uſual in the Jewiſh Language thari to call the Sjgx 
by the Name of the thing fiexified) and that this fite- 
al Gloſs has been introduced by After-ages without 
any fault of our Saviour. But 1n defence of the lire- 
ral ſenſe which he would have to infer Tranſubſt anti. 
ation; our Aurhor'holds on thus, ws. 

4- < That this may be done without danger of 
<« multiplying his Body, and making as many Chrifts 
<« as Altars, or leaving the right hand of his Father, 
<« butonly by giving to his Body a Supernatural manner 
<« of Exiſtence, by which being left without Extenſior 
<« of Parts, and rendred independent of Place, it may be 
&« one and the ſame in maxy places at oxce, and whole 

<« in every part of the Symbols, and not obnoxious 
&« to any Corporeal:Contingencies. And thiskind of 
_« Exiſtence is no-more than whatin a manner he be- 
<« ftows upon every glorified Body , than what his 
& opu Bodyhad when born without the leaſt violation 
& of his Mother's Virginal Tntegrity ; when he roſe 
& from the Dead out of the Sepulchre without re-- 
« moving the ftone ; when he entered amongſt his 
<« Diſciples, the Doors being ſhut. | 
5. 'This1is, as T ſaid, a witty contrived evaſion toe- 
lude the above-mentioned RepugnanciesThave noted, 
and exquiſitely well fitted for the amuſing and con- 
founding of more vulgar and weak minds, or ſuch 
as have not leiſure to conſider things to the bottom, 
and for the captivating them -into a- profeſſion of what 
they have no determinate or diftindt apprehenſion of, 
by diſtinitions andexemplifications that give noxealſup- 
port to the cauſe they are-brought in for to-maintain. 
For firſt, to pretend OY a [upernatural manuer 
2 


of 
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of 'Exiftence a Body may be in more places than one 
at once, 'at the right band of God the Father in Hea- 
ven, and on the Altar at. the ſame time, &c. The 
Artifice of the Sophiſtry lies in this, that. he has put 
a more tolerable and ſoft expreſſion 1n lieu of. one that 
(according to; his explication of the matter) would 
found' more harſh , but is mare true and proper in. 
this caſe; + For this manner of Exiſtence of a Body 
which he deſcribes is not ſimply ſupernatural, which 
implies.it is a Body ſtill, as a Mill-ſtone by a ſuper- 
natural power held up.in.the Air is. a Mill-ſtone itil], 
though it be.in that ſupernatural. condition : But the 
condition: he deſcribes 1s ſuch, as is.not only /uperna- 
tural but counter-eſſential or Aſyſtatal, that 1s, Repug- 
art to the-very: Being of a Body, or of any. finite 
ſubſtance in. the Univerſe. It. is. as if the Mill ſtone 
were not only ſuperaatnrally ſupported in the Air, 
but were as. tranſparent, as ſoft and fluid, and of as 
undetermined' a ſhape, as. the Air. it ſelf, or as if a 
right-angled "Triangle 'were declared to be ſo till, 
though the Hypoternſa were not of equal power with 
the: Baſis.and Carhetus,, which is,a_thing impoſſible: 
Bur if inſtead/of a ſupernatural manner of exiftence, It 
had been ſaid, an A/yſlatal manner of exiflence, that 
15, an Exiſtence repugnant to the: very Being of a 
Body or any finite ſubſtance elſe, it would have been 
. diſcoveredto be a contradictian at the very firſt ſight, 
and therefore ſuch as ought to be reje&ed, as well 
as. the .affirming' that what Chriſt. gave. was, realty 
Bread:and really his Body at once. | 

6, And'now, notwithſtanding, this ſoft and' /anoorh 
termof [ſupernatural] that it is an 4//atal manner 
of: Exiſtence, that 1s here given to the Body of Chriſt, 
may; appear -from our Author's deſcription thereof. 
Zor.1n.virtue, he. faith, of this ſupernatural manner of | 
CL = © 
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exiſtence, there may be a Tranſubſtartiation without 
danger of »ultiplying Chriit's Body, and making as 
many Chriſts as Altars. Burt it is impoſſible this Ab- 
{urdity ſhould be avoided, ſuppoſing Trenſubſtantia- 
tion. For there 1s not a more certain and infallible 
ſign of two-bodily Perſons being #wo bodily Perſons, 
and not the /ame Perſon , than diſtance of Place, 
wherein they are ſeparate one from another, and 
conſequently #wo, not oze Body ; and this is the very 
caſe in Tranſubſtantiation, which maniteſtly implies, 
that the Body of Chriſt is in many thouſand diſtant 
places at once. Which imagined condition in it is 
not ſupernatural but Aſyſtatal, and contradidtions to the 
very Being of any finite ſubſtance whatever, as has 
been intimated and firmly proved before, ws 2. 
And as di/tance of place neceſſarily infers difference 
of Bodies or Perſons, ſo-does-alſo 4:fference of time of 


their Productioa.. "That which was produced, ſup-. 


poſe {ixteen hundred Years ago, and remains fo pro- 
duced, cannot be produced __— but yeſterday, or 
at this preſent moment, and ſo be ſixteen hundred 
Years older or younger than-it felf. 'This-is not on- 
ly. ſapernatural but 4/3/tatal; and impliesa perfe&t con- 
tradition ; bur yet this is the very caſe in Traxſub- 
#antiation. The Body of Chriſt born ſuppoſe ſixteen 
| hendred Years ago, 'is yet produced out of the Tran- 


ſubſtantiated Bread but now or yeſterday, and fo the 
ſame Body is ſixteen-hundred Years older or younger - 


than it ſelf, which is a perfeCt Contradittion. .. 


7. Secondly, The Papiſt repreſenteddedlares3Fhar 


the Body of Chriſt by virtue of this, /upernatural man- 


ner. of Exiftence, 1s left without: Extenſion of Parts, . 


which is a perfe&t contradiQtion to the very nature 


and effence of a Body, whoſe univerſally acknow- . 


idged Definition 1s m Tex Daalor-aytimumer, im- 


plying - 


A brief Diſcourſe of @Cnavy. II. 


plying a 1Trinal impenetrable dimenſion or extenſion. 
Felides, did Chriſt's Body at his laſt Supper, fo ſoon 
as he had Tranſubſtamtiates the Bread into.it, loſe all 
.extenfion of parts? What then filled out his cloaths as 
he fat with his Diſciples at Table ? or how-could the 
Jews lay hold on Chriſt's Body to Crucihe it, if he 
-had no extenſion of parts to be laid hold on ? 'How 
could there be hands and feet and organization of 
parts, either at the Table or on the Croſs, if there 
were no extenſion of parts to be organized ? And 
laſtly, being the Tranſubſtantiated Bread is the-yery. 
Individual Body of Chrift, if they would have this - 
being left without extenſion of parts, to be under: 


ſtood of it, how can the very ſame 1zdividyal. Body 


.of Chriſt have Extenſion .of Parts and have no Extenz 
ſion of Parts, have Organization-of Parts and haye 
no Organization of Parts at once? 'Bo that the-gondie 
tion of .Chriſt's Bady here ſuppoled is plainly 4a: 

tal, not as is ſmoothly expretied only Supernatural. - - 
8. Thirdly, Whereas the Papi/t Repreſented de- 
clares, that this Swpernatwral Manner of Exiſtence of 
Chriſt's Body :renders it Independent of Place, what 
can the meaning of that be, but that by vertue of this 
priviledge it might exift without any Place or Ut, 
which Bodies in their natural condition cannot ? But 
this claſhes with the very Story of our Saviour Chrift, 
who was certainly in-the Room in which he ate the 
| Paſſover with his Diſciples, after he had tranſub/tanti- 
ated Bread into his 1zdividual Body, and therefore it 
did not exiſt Independently of Place 1n virtue of any 
ſuch Supernatural Mauner of Exiſtence as'is imagined. 
And-as this does -not agree with matter of FaQ, {o it 
35:8 perie&t contradiftion'to the Eflence of any Body 
or finiteSubſtance to beexempred from all connexion 
with Plceor Ub, but a finite Subſtance muſt be 1n a 
| definite 
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definite Ubi, and while it is in ſuch-a definite U6z, it is 
- impoſſibletoconceive that it is inanother P/xceor Ub, 
*. whether intrs or extra menia Mundi. He that cloſely 
*-* - and preciſely conſiders the point, he will. not-fail,. I 
; think, to diſcern the thing to be impoſflible. And: 
. what contradiction it implies, I have: demonſtrated: 
. above. So: that we ſee there can be no ſuch Superna-. 
tural Manner of Exiſtence conferred on a Body in 
making it izdependent of Place or Ubiety, as to capaci-- 


tate it to be one and the ſame Body in diverſe places. 


at once ; but that this ſuppoſed Supernatural Manner is . 
truly an 4/p/tatal Manner, and ſuch as is repugnant to, 
the very Being of a Body, or any. faite. Subſtance: 
.- whatſoever. _ 
.. 9, To makea body in this ſenſe independent of Place. 
ar VUbiety, is. as unconceivable as to make it izdepen-. 
dent-of Time, which yet would ſo compleat:this im- 
poſſible 'Hyparheſis, that under this:-pretence when a: 
thing has. ſuch a Supernatural Exiftence as exempts it- 
from all connexion with or relation to 77we, bur ſup-. 
poſes it utterly independent thereof, as was explain-. 
ed before touching Place, we may ſuppoſe whar we - 
will of a-Body, that it.may be Bread and xot--Bread : 
at the ſame time, that it may. be at-Thebes.and at - 
Athens at the: ſame time, as we-ordinary mortals. 
would phraſe #, fith it.is lifted :up above all Relation: 
and Connexion with Tz, nor hath any thing to do., 
with any Time. But yet this aſſuredly 1s. nat a mere . 
Supernatural Manner w/ 
and ſuch .as. if God could-cauſe, there woul 


an Impotency-in him, and to extinguiſh' and confauj 


the Izviolable Idea's of the Divine IntelleR, as I'm *þ 
mated above... 10. And: 


Ex:ſtencegbut plainly _— b. 
beno : 
Eterxal and Inymutable Tony but under a oy 7: near - 
exalting the Omnipotence of God, they;would imply - 
him able to deſtroy LE own Natare, which would argu Wy 


— 
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plying a Trinal impenctrable dimenſion or extenſion. 
Beſides, did Chriſt's Body at his laſt Supper, fo foon 
as he had Tran/ubſtantiated the Bread into it, loſe all 
[extenſion of parts? What then filled out his cloaths as 
he fat with his Diſciples at Table ? or how-could the 
Jews lay hold on Chriſt's Body to Crucihi it, if he 
-had no extenſion of parts to be laid hold on ? How 
could there be hands and feet and organization of 
parts, either at the Table or on the Croſs, if there 
were no extenſion of parts to be organized ? And 
laſtly, being the Tranſubſtantiated Bread is the-yery. 
Individual Body of Chrift, if they would have this - 
being left without extenſion of parts, to be under: 
ſtood of it, how can the very ſame 1zd;widual Body 
.of Chriſt have Extenſion of Parts and have no Exten- 
ſion of Parts, have Organization .of Parts and have 
no Organization of Parts at once? So that the-gondi- 
rion of Chriſt's Body here ſuppoſed is plainly 4h#a- 
tal, not as is ſmoothly expretied only Supernatural, +. 
8. Thirdly, Whereas the Papi/e Repreſented de- 
_ clares, that this _— Manner of Exiſtence of 
Chriſt's Body :renders it Independent of Place, what 
can the meaning of that be, but that by vertue of this 
priviledge it might exiſt without any Place or Ub, 
which Bodies in their natural condition cannot ? But 
this claſhes with the very Story of our Saviour Chrift, 
who was certainly in-the Room in which he ate the 
| Paſſover with his Diſciples, after he had tran/nb/tanti- | 
ated Bread into his Izd:ividual Body, and therefore it 
_ did not exiſt Independently of Place in virtue of any 
ſuch Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence as' is imagined. 
And-as'this does not agree with matter of Fact, {o it 
35:8 periett contradifiion'to the Eflence of any Body 
or finiteSubſtance to beexempred from all connexion 
wath Place or Ub, .but a fiite Subſtance-muſt be in a. 
| | acfinite 
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definite Ubi, and while it is in ſuch-a definite Ub, it is 
impoſſible to conceive that it is. 1nanother P/aceor Ubz, 
whether intra or extra menia Mundi. He that cloſely 


TE" and preciſely conſiders the point, he will. not-fail, 


; think, to diſcern the thing to be impoſſible. And. 

. what contradiQtion it implies, I have. demonftrated: 

. above. So that we ſee there can be no ſuch Superna-. 
tural Manner of Exiſtence conferred on a Body 1a. 
making it izdependent of Place or Ubiety, as to capaci-- 
tate it to be one andthe ſame Body in diverſe places. 
at once ; but that this ſuppoſed Supernatural Manner is . 

gruly an A4{y/tatal Manner, and ſuch as 1s repugnant to, 
the very Being of a: Body, or. any. faite Subſtance: 


-  Whatſoeves. 


.. 9, To makea body in this ſenſe independent :of Place. 
-ar Ubiety, is as unconceivable as to make it indepen. 
'dent-of Time, which yet would ſo compleat:this im- 
poſſible 'Fhporheſis, that under this:-pretence when a: 
thing has. ſuch a Supernatural: Exiitence as exempts it- 
from all connexion with or relation to 77e, bur ſup-. 
poſes it utterly independent thereof, as was explain-. 
ed before touching Place, we may ſuppoſe whar we - 
will of a-Body, that it. may be Breed and: xot-Bread : 
at the ſame time, that it may. be at Thekes-and at - 
Athess at the: ſame time, as we-ordinary mortals . 
would phraſe #t, fith it.is lifted -up above all Relation: 
and Connexion' with Te, nor hath any thing to do., 
with any Time. But yet this aſſuredly 1s. nat a mere . 
Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence,but-plainly A/yfatal, - 
and ſuch.as.if God could-cauſe, there would beno : 
ons ns yer Tung = under a oy 1: ne J 
ting the Om7ipotence of Go ey.,would imply - 
him bh to deſtroy his own Nature, Are k would _ le; 
an Ipotencyin him, and to extinguiſh and confaugt*+ 
the Inviolable Tdea's of the Divine IntelleQ, as T'intt-- 
mated above... - 10. And: 
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110. And, -Fourthly and laſtly, That 1n vertue of 


*this Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence , the Body of 


Chriſt {hould be whole in gvery part of the Symbols, 


and thereby become not obnoxious to any corporeal 
-Contingences ; (which is faid, I ſuppoſe, to avoid 
'the-Abſurdity of grinding a pieces the Body of Chriſt 
with our Teeth when we chew the ſuppoſed Spe- 


cies) thus to exiſt whole in every part, 1s not a mere 
Supernatural Manner of Exiſting, but Aſyſtatal, and 


implies either that the leaſt part of Chriſt's Body is 
-as big as the whole, or that the whole Body 15 God 


knows how many thouſand times bigger than it ſelt. 
For certainly the whole Body comprized under-the 
whole Bread or Species of Bread, is many thouſand 
times bigger than one patticle thereof 110 Ng 
than a Pins point. Beſides that this making tht 
Body of Chritt who/e in every part,takes:away allpol- 
ſibility of diſtin&t Organization of his Body, unleſs 
you will have every Pins point of it to have Head, 
Feet, Hands, Arms, and the reſt of the Parts of an 
Iumane Body, or have the ſame 1»4:vidual Body or- 
ganized and unorganized at the ſame time, which are 
as palpable Contradiftons as any can occur to the un-. 
derſtanding of a man. | = 

And thus much I thought fit to intimate touch- 
ing this Witty Diſtinftion of a Natural and Super- 
natural Manner of Exiſtence of a Body, and to ſhew 
that this pretended Supernatural Manner of the Ex- 
iſtence of Chriſt's Body, ariſing from the Bread trax- 
ſubſtantiated, as the Papiſt Repreſented deſcribes it, is 
indeed an Aſy/tatal Manner of Exiſtence, and inconſiſt- 
ent with the Being of any Body, or finite Sub#tance 
whatſoever. 


CHAP. 
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CHAF. 


r. The Supernatural Manner of the Exiftence of x 
Body conſiſting tm Non-extenſion of Parts, Indepen- 
dency of Place,and being whole iz every Part. 2. The 
firſt exemplification of ſuch a Manner of Exiſtence in 
Glorified Bodies, wot to reach the Caſe. 3. Nor the 

ſecond, in Chriſt's Body born without the leaſt Viola- 
tion of his Mothers Virginal Integrity. 4. Nor the 
third, in ChriſPs riſing out of the Sepulcher without 
the removing of the ſtone. 5. Nor the fourth, in 
Chriſt*s entring amonglt his Diſciples the doors being 


* ſhut. 6. Tranſubſtantiation z-plying a number of 
© * contradiftions as harſh as that of the ſame body being 
. both Chriſt's Body and Bread at once, and there being 

' no falvo for them but this device of a ſupernatural 


manner of Exiſtence, ad this ſo plainly failing, it 
# impoſſible that Tranſubſtantiation ſhould be the true 
mode of the Real Preſence. 


1. | T remains now that weonly touch upon lightly 
the exemplifications of this ſupernatural manner 
of Exiſtence of a Body, conſiſting in theſe pecukari- 
ties, Non-extenſion of parts, Independency of. Place, and 
being whole in every part, and to note how none of 
theſe inſtances reach the preſent caſe. | | 
2. As firft that of a glorified Body. What Scrip- 
ture, Reaſon or Authority ever ſuggeſted to us that 


_ the glorified Body of Chriſt himſelf, much leſs every 


glorified Body, is without extenfion of parts, has no 
relation to or connexion - with Place, or. is whole 1n- 
every part ? For:without extegfion of Parts it cannot | 
be ſo much as a Body. And were not Mofes and Elias © - 
together with Chriſt at his Transfiguration on 

| E Mount 
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| teen in more places than one at once, which .pro- 
& ooh the Paprft repreſented gives it upon account of 


Mount Tabor, at leaſt lively Figures of the ſtate of a 
Pat ratings Finns Logs -ocney Bogen wary, 


what glory ican' iſſue 'from a ſingle Mathemarical 


"Mount Twbor together, it 15 manifeft they had a con- 
--nexion with or dependency on Place, nor did exiſt 
without-being in ſome #b/. And that the glorified 
- Body of Chriſt is in Heaven not on Earth, is plain 
from A#. 3. 2x. And touching his'Body he roſe in, 
-and therefore was his Reſurre&ion-Body, Matr..28. 6. 
the Angel ſays, He is not here, for hes riſen; which 


-#he-ſame Individual Body, and that this that is once. 


"the Tranſabtantiated Bread, mult have the capacity 
"by this ſupernatural manner of Exiftence above deſcri- 


which'is fucha ſecret as the Scripture has not.reveal- 


that they had extenſion of parts, elſe what ſhould 
ſhining -Garments do what is unextended, and 


ot as Imay fo call it ? And-1n'that they were on 


had been a mere Nor ſequitnr, if his Body could have 


- 
+ 
% 


rapſubſtantiation. And for as much as the Tranſub- 
faxtiated Bread and the Body of 'Chrift is one and: 


Chriſt's Body never periſhes, it is evident, that the 
Body he roſe in, being one and'the ſame Body with 


hed, tobe in moreplaces:than one at once, ' which is 
2 /perfet contradiQtion to the Angels reafoning':. He 
4 not here, for he #- rifen, and gone hence. - For ac- 
n_ to this ſupernatural manner of Exiſtence, which 
they iuppoſe 19-Chrift's Body upon the account of. 
Ti nab iewjation, he might be both there and:gone - 
thence at once. | 
3., The Second Inſtance of this ſupernatural manner: 
49f *exiftence-Of a Body, 15 Chrift*s Body born without: 
the teaft violation obitits Mothers Virginal Integrity, 


ed; nor any ſufficient Authority afſuredus of : The 
| | Mother 
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- Mother: of Chrift ftill contiouwing a Virgin, becauſe 
ſhe had nothing to 'do with any. mar, . that 
which was conceaved.in her by the overſhadowing of 
the Holy Ghoſt came out of her Womb in the ſame 
circumſtances there, that other humane- Bitths dv. 
Bur ſuppoſe the Body of Chrift paſs'd the wicket of 
the Womb without opening it, as the Sun-beams paſs. 
through a Cryſtal. or Glaſs, does this import that his, 
Body is either Independent of Place, or. is devoid of | 
Extenſion, or whole in every Part ?: ſurely no, no more 

than that light that paſſes through the pores of the 
Cryftal: ſo. that there is nothing repugnant to the 
nature of a Body-in all this. No Nom-extenſion, no 
Indepenaency.of Place, no penetration of corporeal Ds- 
renſions, nor any being whole in every part. 

4. The Third Inftance: is Chrif*s riſing out of the- 


Sepulcher without removing the Stone. But this Inſtance. 


may very juſtly be rejeQed, it diſagreeing withthe ve-- 
ry Hiſtory of the Re/urre#i02,which: tells us the Stove 
was removed, Matt. 28. 2. And behold there was a great, 
Earthquake, for the Angel deſcended from Fleaven, and: 
rolled back the Stone p the door, and ſate upon it. 
Wherefore we ſee the Stone was remaved; Nor can 
T imagine why this ſhould make a third Inſtance, 
viz. Chriſt's Body. paſſing out of the Sepulcher, the 
Stone unremoved: from the door thereof, unleſs from 
an heedleſs refleftion. on the fore-going verſe (where: 
Mary Magdalen and. the'other Mary are faid to-goto 
ſee the Sepulcher) and connetting it to:an ill ground-: 
ed ſenſe with what follows in the ſecond verſe; And. 
behold there was 4 great Earthquake; as if itwereimply- 
ed that the Earthquake andthe rolling away the Stone 
were at that very time that theſe two Women went: 
to ſee the Sepulcher,. and:Chrift having riſen before, 
that it would follow _ roſe. befate; the ———__ 

2 the 
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 the'Sepulcher was removed ; but this is a: miſtake. 


For: agreeably to Yatablws his Gloſs (who for erat 
F & ecce erat terre motus magnus]'puts fwuerat, and for 
deſcendit, deſcenderat , and tor devolvit lapidens,  de- 
volverat-) which implies the thing done before 
theſe Women came to the Sepulcher-;- it 1s ma+- 
nifeſt out of the other Evangeliits that the matter 
was altogether ſo; for Mark 16. 2. it is ſaid: of the: 
two-aboveſaid-parties, That very early in the morn-- 
ing, the firſt day of the week, they came unto the: 
Sepulcher at the riſing of the: Sun, and they: ſaid: 
among themſelves, W ho {hall roll us away the Stone: 
ſrom-the door of the Sepulcher? andiwhenthey laoked: 
they ſaw the Stone was rolled-away, &c. And it is: 
expreſly ſaid in Lee, That they found the Stone rol- 
ied away from the Sepulcher. And the like isrecord- 


' ein S*'Jobn, ch. 20. 10 that it 1s a-plain caſe, the Stone. 


was rolled away: before their going to the Sepulcher. 

What time therefore can we imagine more likely 
ob this rolling away the Stone and terrible Earth- 
quake, than at the very Re/urrefion of Chriſt, who 
roſe- in this awful terrour. to. the Keepers, . the Earth. 
quaking, and the two Glorious . Angels officioully 
apening the ſtony door of the Sepulcher, that the 
King of glory might paſs out, without any further 
needleſs or uſeleſs Miracle, ſuch as be.ever declined in 
ths. hte time, before his Death: and. ReſurreQion ?- 
Wherefore this third Inſtance; it is plain, cannot with 
any: ſhew be accommodated to the preſent caſe, it be- 
ing raiſed-out of a mere miſtake of the Story. 

5: The Fourth and laſt Inſtance is, Chriſ*s extring 
among ſt his Diſciples,the doors being ſhut, recorded John - 
20+. 19, and 26. there the _—_ are ſaid to be ga- 
thered together: privately. or ſecretly for fear. of the 


Jews, for;-which. cauſe they lockt or bolted. the doors : 
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with-inſide, that no man might ſuddenly come upon 


them. But while they were in this privacy or cloſe- 


neſs, Chriſt, notwithſtanding, /#ddexly preſented him- 


ſelf inthe midit of them, for allthis cloſeneſs or ſecre- 


cy, and not without .a Miracle, ſuppoſing himſelf or 


ſome miniftring Angel to unlock or unbolt the door 


ſuddenly, and ſoftly, ſize ſirepitu, which'upon this 


account would be more likely, in that if he had come 
in, the doors being ſtill ſhur, that might have ſeemed: 
as great an Argument to Thomas that he was a Sprrit;” 


as the feeling his Hands and Side that he was xo Spirit: 
Whetefore, 1 conceive, it isno ſufficiently firm Hypo-- 


theſis, that Chriſt entred among his Diſciples, the 


doors in the mean time, at his very-entrance, remains 


ing ſhut. But ſuppoſe they were- ſo, this-will not: 
prove his Body devoid of Extenſion, to-be independent * 


of Place, and whole in every part, more thanhis paſſing 


the. wicker of the Womb, like light-through Cryſtal, 
did argue the ſame in the ſecond-Inſtance. But the: 


truth of the buſineſs-will then be this, 'Fhat he be- 
ing then in his Reſarredton-body (even that wheres 


with he was to aſcend into Heaven,whichyet he kept 
in-its Terre##rial Modification, and Organization; for” 
thoſe ſervices it. was to do amongſt his Diſcipks while: 
he converfed with them after his Reſurre&tion upon - 


Earth ; as he made uſe of it-in a' particular manner 


to. S* Thomas) he had a Powerito modifie it into-what - 


Conſiſtencies he pleaſed, Aerial; Atherial, ' or Ccele- 


{tial, 'it remaining ſtill that- Individual Body, that 
was crucified: 'This therefore might eaſily paſs - 
through:the very Pores of the door, and much more - 
. eaſily betwixt the door and the ſidepoſts there, with-" 
out. any inconvenience more than to other- Spiritual - 
Bodies. For the Reſurre##ion-body is an Heavenly and - 


Spiritual Body, as S* Paul himſelf expreſly declares. 


But : 
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But. yet. as Fruly a Body as any Body elle ; that is, it 
hath impenetrable Trinal Dimenſion, is not without 
Place or Ubiety, nor whole in every part. This very 
Story demonſtrates all this, That his Body is not 
without Place: For it ſtood in the midſt of the Room 
amongſt his Diſciples. Nor the whole ix every _ 


For here is diſtin& mention of Chriſt's. Han 


his Side, as elſewhere of his Fleſh and Bones, Lake 24. 
26. which would be all confounded , if every part 
were. in, every. part., And if there be theſe diſtin 
parts, then, certainly, his Body. bath; Ex#/efion.; and: 
this ingenioully. excogitated- DiſtinAtion-of the Matus 
ral ind . Supernatural Manner of Exittence of ai Body, 
can: by no- means. cover the groſs Repugnancies, 
which; are neceſſarily. imply'd in. the. Doctrine of 
Tranſubtantiation. | | 

6. A DodQtine raiſed from the /iteral ſenſe of thoſe 
Words [This is my Body] which /zrera/ ſenſe if we 
were tyed to, it would alſo follow that thar which 
Chriſt gave to his Diſciples was as well Rea/ Bread as 
his Real Bedy : [This] plainly referring to. what: he 
took, what; he blefled, and what he gave, which 
was Bread, and. of ' this he ſays, This s my. Body, 
Wherefore adhering to the 1:teral ſenſe, it would be 
bath Real Bread and the Res! Body of Chrift at once. 
But this, as being a Repugnancy,. as was noted. a- 
bove, and Contradition tothe known inviolable and. 
immutable Laws of. Logick and. humane Reaſon, is 
juſtly reje&ed by the Church of Rome, for this very 
Reaſon, that it implies a Contradi&tion, that one 
and the ſame Body ſhould: be-Bread and the Real Bo- 
dy of Chriſt at once. Wherefore Trax/ahſtartiation. 
containing ,. as has been proved, ſo: many of ſuch 
Contradittions,. every jot as repugnant. to: the invio- 
lable and, immutable Laws of Logick; or — 
Reaſon 
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- Reaſon (that4unextinguiſhable Lamp of the Lord in 

.ithe Soul-of man) as this of the ſame Body being Real 
. Bread and the Real Body of 'Chrift at onee':- And 
- there being no Ss{vs for theſe harſh Contradiftions, 


+þnrthe-precence-of a Supernatural Manner of Exiſtence 
of a Body, 'which -God is ſuppoſed .to ive to the 
Bread tranſubſtantiated into the Body'of Chrift, that 

is, into the very 1-dividual Body of Chriſt, they be- 

ing ſuppoſed by Trauſub#amtiation to become one and 
ſame Body ; I {ay this 'neat diftinCtion of 2» Su. 


 pernatural Manner of Exifing: being plainly. demon- 
. ſtrated (fo as it is by the Papi# Repreſented, 


explain- 
ed) not to be a mere S-pernatural Manner of Extit- 
exce, with which the -Beig of a Body would yet con- 
ſift, but a Counter-eſſential, Aſyſtatal, and Repug- 
nant mamer of Exiſtence, inconſiſtent with the Be-. 
ing of a Body ; andnone of the Inftances'that are-pro- 


| duced asPledpes of the truth of the Notion or Aﬀer- 


tion at all. reaching the preſent Cake, it is: manifeſt, | 


- that though there be a Real Preſence'of Chriſt's Bod 


and Bloud-in the Celebration: of the Holy Euchariſt, 
acknowledged as well by, the Reformed as the Pon- 

tifician Party, that it is14mpoſſibk that Tranſubſtan- . 
tation, which the Papift repreſented here declares, . 


| ſhould be the true mode thereof. , | 


POE I EE WY 


CHAP. V. 
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1, The Author's excuſe for -hu civility to. the Papiſt Re-.. | 


preſented, that he ſhews him that the Road he is in. - 
not the .way of Truth touching. the mode .of the. Real ' 
Preſence. 2. That the Biſhop of /Meaux- makes the . 
Real. Preſence the common Dottrine;of all the Churches - 

as 


A 


— 


A brief Diſcourſe of GCuaar. V. 


' as-well Reformed as Un-reformed, and that it © ac- 
_ + knowleaged to be the Dottrine of the Church of Eng- 
land, though ſhe oy wiſe and ſo modeſt as not to de- 
fine themode thereof. 3. The ſincere Piety of our Pre- 
aeceſſors. in believing the Real Preſence, and their un- 
fortunateneſs afterwards in determining the mode by 
Tranſubſtantiation or Conſubſtantiation. 


1. A ND therefore the Papi/# Repreſented, being in 
\ fo palpable a miſtake, and by keeping to the 
literal ſenſe having 10 apparently wandred from the 
path of Truth, 1 hope my thus induſtriouſly and 
carefully advertizing. him thereof for his own good, 
will be no otherwiſe interpreted than an ACt of Hu- 
manity or common Civility, if not of indiſpenſable 
Chriſtiagity, thus of my own: accord, though not 
Roganti, yet. Erranti comiter monſtrare.viam, or at leaſt 
to aſſure him that 'this of Tran/ubftantiation is not 
the right Road to the due.underſtanding of the man- 
ner or mode of the Real Preſence of the Body and 
Bloud.of Chriſt in_ the Celebration of the Holy . Eu- 
_ chariſt, 3; £ 
2. Which Opinion of the Real Preſence the Biſhop 
of Meaux declares to be the DoQtrine of all the 
Churches as well Reformed as Unreformed ; as I 
muſt confeſs I have been of that perſwaſion (ever 
{ſince I writ my Myſtery of Godlineſs) that it is the 
DoQtrine of the Church of Exg/and, and that the Do- 
Qrine is true, And this I remember I heard from 
a near Relation of mine when I was a Youth, a Re- 
verend Dignitary of the Church of Ezg/azd, and that 
often, wiz. That our Church was for the Real Pre- 
ſexce, but for the manner thereof, if asked, he would 
anſwer, Rem ſcimnus, Modum neſcimus, We know the 
thing, but the ode or manner thereof we know _ 
An 
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And the afſurance we have of the thing is from the 
common ſuffrage of the ancient Fathers, ſuch as the 
above-cited place of our Homilies glances at , and 
from the Scripture it ſelf, which impreſſed that No- 
tion on the minds of our Pious Predeceſſors in the 
Church of God. Y | 


3}. ForlI do verily believe, that out of mere Devo- 


tion and ſincere Piety, and out of a Reverend eſteem 
they had of the Solemnity of the Euchariſt, they em- 
braced this DoArine as well as broached it at the firſt. 
And if. they had kept to the profeſſion of it in gene- 
ral, without running into 7 ranſubitantiation or Con- 
ſub#antiation, and had defined no further than the 
plain Scriptural”Textin the ſixth of-St..Fahz and the 
Suftrages. of the Primitive; Fathers had: warranted 
them, 4/2, That there was a twofold Body and Bloud 
of Chriſt, the one Natural, the other Sprritual or Di- 
vine, which we do really receive in the Holy Com- 
munion (within which limits I ſhall confine my ſelf 
here without venturing into any farther curioſities) 
it” had been more for the Peace and Honour of the 


Chriſtian Church , and it -might have prevented, 


much ſcandal to them without, and much Cruelty 
and Perſecution amongſt our ſelves : The Hiſtory of 
which is very horrid even-to think of. - But though 
there. have been theſe Miſtakes in declaring the 
Mode, yet the thing it ſelf is not therefore to bea- 
bandoned, it being fo great a Motive for a Reverend 
approaching the Lord's Table, 'and duly celebrating 
the Solemnity of the Holy Euchariſt. Nor can we, 
as I humbly conceive, relinquiſh this Do&trine af: the 


Real Preſence of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, with-* 
out the declining the moſt eaſie and natural ſenſe' of 


the Holy Scripture, as it ſtands written in the ſixth 
Chapter of St. Johp. 


CHAP. 
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| x. Gratian his diſtiution of the Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt 
| into Spiritual or Divine, and to: that Fleſh that 
| hung oz the Croſs, and that Blood /et ont by the Lance 
of the Souldier. 2. The ſame confirmed out of $. Au- 
tin, who makes the Body and Blood of Chriſt to be 
 partaken of in Baptiſm, and alſo from S. Paul and: 
| Philo. 3. Other Citations out of Philo touching the 
| Divine Eogos agreeable with what Chriſt ſays of him- 
felf in his Diſcourſe John 6. And out of which it fur- 
ther appears that the Antient Fathers ate the ſame 
Food 'that' we, the Divine Body of Chriſt, but not 
' that which bung. ow the Croſs. 4. A firong Comfirma- 
ti0n out of what has- been produced, that Gratian his di- 
ftinttion i true. 5. The firſt Argument from our Sa- 
wiour's. Diſcourſe, That he meant not his Fleſh that- 
hung ou the Croſs, becauſe he ſays, that he that cats. 
- it has Ecernal Life in. 1m. '6: The ſecopd, becauſe, 
kisFlefh zud Blood is the ObjeQ of his. Diſcourle; 
not the Manner of eating and drinking them. 7. The 
third, becauſe of "bis anſwer to his murmuring Diſciples,. 


which removes his Natural Boay far fr09 them, and. 
plainly. tells them ; The, Fleſh profiteth nothing, 
3, Gratian's di#inttion. no novel Dotrine, | 


I. # UT of whieh fixth Chapter of $* Rn 

* 1s manifeſt which a Member of the Rowen 
Church herſelf, has declared, an.eminent Cazoni/t ok 

theirs, Gratian, in { Cann dupliciter] as it. is cited 

by.Phitipus Mornem, lib. 4. De- Euchariſti4, Cap. 8. 
Duplititer intellipitur Caro Chri#t,. &*:Sauguis : vel Spi- 

 ritualis i atqne Divina. de qui ip/e dicit, Caro mea vere 
- efs:: 


Cu AP. VI. the Real Preſence. 


' -e# (ibus, & Sanguis menus ver? ett. Potus, & nift man- 
Hucaveritis Carnem menm, & biveritis Sanguinem meumn, 
non habebitis Vitam /Eternam ; vel caro que Crucifixa 
eft, & ſanguis qui militis eftuſus eſt laxces.. I the rather 
take notice of this Paſſage, becauſe he makes uſe of 
the very Phraſes which I uſed without conſulting him 
in my Philoſophical Hypotheſis of the great Myſtery 
of Regeneration, calling that Body or Fleſh which 
Chriſt fo copiouſly diſcourſes of Fohx 6. Spiritual or. 
Divine, which he plainly diſtinguiſhes, as Chrift 
himſelf there does, trom that Body that hung on the 
Croſs, and that Blood that was let out by the lance 
of the Souldier. | 

2. For we cannot be Regexerate out of theſe in Bap- ' 
tiſm, and yet in the fame place S. Azgnftine fays, We 
are partakers of the Body and Blood of Chriſt in Be 
#i/m; and-therefore as Terreſtrial Animals are not 
(as they fay the Chametos is) of the Air, but by food 
of a Terreſtrial Confiſtency, fo our Regereration bein 
out of ſpiritual Principles, our inward man 1s allo 
nouriſhed by that Food that is Spiritual or Divine. 
And that is a marvellous paſſage of S.-Pawl, x Cor.-10. 
where he ſays, The Fathers did afl eat the ſame ſpiritual 
meat, and drd all drink the ſame fpiritnal drink, for they 
arank of that ſpiritual Rock that followed them, and that 
Rock was Chriſt, where'S. Auſtin, Anſelm, Thomas 4: 
quinas, and others; as:you may ſee in Facohns Capellus, 
avouch, That -the ancient” Patriarchs ate the ſame 

icual:Food that we,. which therefore muſt” be'the 
Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt, in| that ſenſe Chriſt un- 
derſtands it in, John 6. And thatipalſage of Philo 
"(that Grorins notes on:the! fameiplacey/s- wotth' our 
taking notice of; andthat! in” two” feveral” Treatiſes 
of his he interprets the Mana of tlie $56. 2x50), the - 
Divine Logos, which agrees liugely- well. with our 

F 2 ſuppoſing 
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ſuppoſing that che. Fleſh and Bloud of which our Sa- ' 


_ wvicur- faith, it 1s. meat; indeed, and drink indeed, he. 
Fpeaks this as he is the Eternal Logos, to whom ap- 


pertains the univerſal Divine Body, as being the Body 
of his Zwn, Life or Spirit, as I have noted in my 
Analytical ' accqunt” of the forepart of the.firlt Cha- 
pter of S* Johx's Goſpel. See my Scholizat- the-end 
of my Enchiridium Ethicum. 

2. And it is marvellouſly applicable to our purpoſe 
what Philo ſays on that Paſſage of Deuteronomy, Chap. 
32. Ver. 5, He made him to ſuck Honey out of the Rock, 
ana Ol out of the Flinty Rock (in his legs 1s wv yore 
Te xparlon qiey Eads) where he ſays the Rock 
ſignifies T Seppary %; eNxngrlov ap1ey ©es. The {ec olta, 
Fteady and infrangible Wiſdom of Goa ; implying the 
Immutableneſs and Unalterableneſs of the Natures, 
Properties, and Refpe&s of the 1dea's of things in 
the Divine IntelleQ, 'The mw a« mwa x woruTs 
ov}, not to be changedor violated for any ſuperſti- 
tious purpoſes whatſoever, as I have intimated be- 


fore. Wherefore as S' Paul calls ChriiF, who is the 


Eternal Lopes, a Rock, fo does Philo, by ſaying, that 
Rock Meſes mentions 1n-his Song is the ſteady, ſolid 


and infrangible Wiſdom of God. W hich. therefore is 


that Efſextial Wiſdom, the ſame that the Divine Lo- 
gos, or ſecond Hypo#aſis of the Trinity. 

And not many. lines after in- the ſame Treatiſe, 
the Lawegiver, lays he,. T TETEeRY- TRUTIV XGAG INETTT 
T mTpeo(SuTalov TS oylwy , Aogov Fer, Calls: this: Rock 
Manna the Divine Logos that was before alt Beings, and 
without whom-nothing was made that was made, as 
S*Johp teſtifies. And-1n his [Heex 78 is 0 af Sew 
Texypvgtuy, Meg O-] ſpeaking of I/rae/, which 
he-would have ſignifie one that fees God : He, fays 
he, /ifting up his Eyes to Heaven ſees, and thence re- 
| cerves,, 


LA 
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ccives, (m9 ugva F Yor Xogoy Þ veanov Þ* pindben ues 
vO» 4luyns «obaphy Teagw) the Manna ," the' Divine 
Logos, -the Heav-nly incorruptible Food' of the Sonl de- 
voted to Holy Speciutation. Which Paſſages'T could 
not forbear to produce, they having ſo great an Aﬀi- 
nity with that which our Saviour protefes: of him- 
ſelf, that he is this Bread from Feaven;' the true 
Manna, and incorruptible Food of the $5ul, 'whereby 
ſhe is nouriſhed to Eternal Life, Fohw 6: © Out of all 
which may be more eafily underſtood how the Fa- 
thers did all eat the ſame Spiritual-Meat, and drink 
the ſame Spiritual Drink, which cannot well be con- 
ceived but of ſuch a D:vize-Boxy and Blond of Chriſt, 
as 1s univerſal, not reſtrained to-his particular humane 
Nature, but belonging to lim as-he'1s' the Eternal 
Logos, in whom 1s the Zwn- Life or Spirit,: which go- 
eth along with the Divine Body of this Life or Spirit 
of Chriſt, and conſequently is rightly ealledhis Body: 
Which being the neceſſary Principles'of Regeneration 
(for ex eiſdem. nutrimnr ex quibus conſtamns) and there: 
being no. Safvation without Regeneration, and no Re-- 
generation continued: and advanced without 'tongene- 
zous Food'; we muſt necefſarily conclude with Saint: 
Paul, that, 'The Fathers all ate the ſame: Spiritual" Meat, 
and drank all the: ſame Spiritual Drink, Water, Honey, 
Oyl out of the ſame Rock, Chriſt; the Eternal Word 
or Logos: And certainly that - Body 'and* Blond 'of 
Chriſt out of which the Fathers were Regenerate, and' 
by which: they were fed, cannot: be the very -Body- 
and Bloud of Chriſt which hung - on the- Croſs, 
and whoſe Bloud was there let gut by the Lance-of 
the- Souldier that pierced his' fide :-and*therefore 
there was a Body and Bloud of Chriſt before he was: - 
incarnate,. for the Regenerate-Souls of the antient- 
People of. the Jews to feed upon, belonging'to him - 


_— 
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he is the Eternal Logos ; in, whom is the Life and 
that Spirit of which it is ſazd, That whuch is born of 
the Fleſh is Fleſh, and that which 1s born of the Spi- 
Tit is Spirit. Which things are more fully treated of 
in Teauſqweoic, or a Philoſophical Hypotheſis touch- 
ing the great Myſtery of Regeneration. - 

4- Wherefore there is all-the Reaſon in the World, 
if not plain Neceflity to admit, what we cited out of 
Gratiaz that famous Canoxift of the Church of Rome, 
That we-are to underſtand that there is a twofold 
Fleſh and Bloud of (rift, either that Spiritact and 
Divize Fleſh, of which! he himſelf ſays, - My Flaſh is 
Meat indeed, and ny. Bloud i Drigh indeed, and, Uz- 
-leff yau eat-my Fleſh, and, drink 'my Bloud, ye fhall not 
have Everlaſting Life ; Or that Fleſh which was cru- 
cified, and. that Bloyd that was let out of his ſide by 
the Lance.of the. Souter, which we ſhall now endea- 
vour: briefly to demonſtrate our of that Diſcourſe of 
" our Savigus inthe {ixth.of S. John. . | 

5- Firſt then, That the Fleſh of Chriſt that hung 
once, on the Croſs, and into which the Bread of the 
Ramaniſts. 1s {upppled. to be Tran/urſtartiated in the 
Sacrament, of gur Lord's Supper , 1s not the Fleſh 
here meant, . 1s plain from. what is {aid thereof-in this 
ſixth, Chapter of S. Jabs, ver. 54. Whoſo eateth my 
Fleſh and drinketh. my Bloud hath Eternal Life. Burt e- 
very.one that cateth the Bread tranſubſtantiated.into 
the, Bady..of, Chrilt, that-once hung upan the Croſs, 
in the. Roman, Communion, has not Eternal Life in 
him. Nay if that Souldier that pierced! our Savie 
our's Side, and let-out his Bloud with his Lance, had: 
drug] alſo;thereok, and cut ſome piece of his Fleſh. 
from. his Body and eaten it, is any one fo; fond as to. 


taker of Eternal Life ? But if Chriſt meant that Body 
EL or 
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or Fleſh of his and not ſomie-other that is rightly alſo 
called his Fleſh or Body, it-would fotlow, that' that 
Souldier by doing thar ſavage and! inhumane aQ, 
would: have obtained Everlaſting Life, . Wherefofc 
it is plain-from hence, that there-is 4#other Body or 
Fleſh of Chriſt, and another Bloud; diftin& frotn that 
Bloud that was ſhed on the Crofts, and from'that Bo- 
dy that hung there, which our Saviour aims at in 
his Diſcourſe... : ;' $7173 L600 C43 1 


which he had lately. procured for. the multitude, ro a 
Spiritual and Eternal) has for its Object 'or Subje&t- 
not the Manner.or Way: of receiving his:Body-and 
Bloud, as if. it were meant. of that very! Fleſh and 
Bloud on the Croſs, but that-it was to'be receivedin 
a Spiritual Manner, which Interpreters, ſeveral of. 


his very Fleſh and Bloud it ſelf, to be taken (as the 
which belongs to him as heis/the Erernal Ward; and - 
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Bread of Life ; and ſpeaking:of the' Mirne'he pre-- 


5 
. 


the natural Neath, the natural Ma»ns being noPre- 


Gu 5 dpnÞ 5 Cor, as before he called himſelf « 2A. 


and\Spirit, and:this Spirit or Life in the Divine Boy. - 


6. Secondly; It 1s plainthat our Saviour's Diſcourſe 
in thar-Chaprer (he'paſfing from that irenjporal-Food 


them, drive at ; but the Object of his: Difeourſe 1s - 


Fiſh and Loaves were wherewith he lately-fed then) 
or it is himſelf in. reference. to) this: Fleſh and" Blayd, 


{ently adds,  Towr Fathers ate: Manua; and yet died, vis... 
ſervative againſt the natural Death. 'And ent} þ "Box « 
#. Zaiis., For. in him- is the Zahi (Fobj12,) oriLife 
I am the living Bread coming down \from-Heaven-(as-- 


the Manna-.is-ſaid to do, and:towhich-Phib com- - 
pares the Divize Logos). if any ove eat of this _—_ 
a = 


ons es, 


in this ſenſe he ſays, He « the-Bread of God that cometh : © 

down from Heaven, and giveth Life to: the World, ver... 

o _ Tarts; T' uns the - 
Or 
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fball live for ever. He ſpeaks not of the manner of 
eating of it, but of the Bread #t [eff to be eaten, and 
yet immediately thereupon he calls his Bread his Fleſh, 
which he ſays, he will give for the Life of the World, 
that is, to the end thar they may be enlivened there- 
by, he thus communicating to them his Div/ze Body 
and Spirit together. And then preſently upon the 
 Fews {triving amonglt themſelves and ſaying, How 
can this man give”"us his fleſh to eat? (the reaſon 
whereof was becauſe they took him to be a meer man, 
and ny that Chriſt himſelf underſtood it of his 
humane Fleſb ) he affirms with greater earneſtneſs and 
vehemency, Verity, werily, -I ſay unto you, unleſs ye eat 
rhe Fleſh of the Son of Man (viz. of the Meffias, who is 
the Logos incarnate) ard: arink his Blood, ye have no 
Life in you. - 'Whoſo eateth-\my F leſh, and drinketh my 
Blood, hath Eternal Life, and'I will raiſe him up at the laſt 
day, .. For my. Fleſb is meat indeed, and my Blood is drink 
#nrdeed.- And ſo all along to the very exd of his Diſ- 
courſe, he ſpeaks of a real eating his Fleſh, and drink- 
7ng his; Blood, not of the Manner of eating, as if it ne- 
ver:came nigh-them,' but-:only they thought of Fleſh 
and Blood God knows how. far diſtant from them, and 
ſo ate the humane Fleſh of Chriſt by meer thinking of 
it, andidrank:hjs.Blood after the ſame imaginary Man- 
vers which-would I think, be a very. dilute and frigid 
ſenſe of {uch high-and fervid Aſſeverations of our Sa- 
viour, if the My(tery reached no farther than ſo. 

7. But Thirdly and laſtly, That it does reach fur- 
ther than ſo, is {exceeding evident from what our Sa- 
viour, utters upon his Diſciples: being ſcandalized at 
this ſtrange Diſcourſe; of his, wer. 61. When. Jeſus knew 
in” himſelf,; that bis Diſciples: murmured at: it, 'he ſaid 
unto them, Does this offend. you ? What if. you ſhall ſee the 
Son of ' man aſcending where he was before ? which he 

| | muſt 
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muſt needs underſtand of his particular vilible Body 


which he bore about with him, and which his hu- 
mane Soul did aCQtuate, and which was appropriated 
to his humane nature, which is fixite and circumſcri- 
bed. It is an Eliptical ſpeech of his, but thus natu- 
rally to be ſupplyed, as I have alſo noted above, as 
if he ſuppreſſed by an Apoſcopeſis this objurgatory ſenſe 
inſinuated thereby. Wull you then imagine ſo grofty 
as if I underſtood it of this very Fleſh 1 bear about 
with me, when as this particular body of mine after 
my. 4/cenſion into Heaven will he removed at a vaſt 
diſtance from you ? I tell you, this Fleſh of mine, as to 
this purpole I have all this time driven at, profiteth 
nothing, you cannot feed of it at ſuch a diſtance if it 
were to be fed on. | 
The Text runs thus, werſ. 63. mw mug Bir me 
Coomuty, it is that quickening ſpirit I aim at in my dil- 
courſe, that Divine or Spiritual Body of mine. n ops 
#% WPeAd 20ty, that Fleſh, which you underſtand and 
are ſo ſcandalized at the eating thereof, profiterh xo- 
thing as to this purpoſe, nor has the Blood taken in 
your ſenſe any thing to do here. The words that 1 ſpeak: 


anto you they are ſpirit and they are life. The Objett 


of thoſe words ſpoken is my Spiritual Body and Blood, 
not asI am a May, but the Eternal! Word, the Divine 
Logos, which contains in it the Zwn or Spirit, and my 
Divine Body univerſal, that belongs to that my Life 
or Spirit, This is the true Myſtery of the Matter, 
for by theſe. two things aſſerted by our Saviour, 


1. That weare to eat his Fleſh and drink his Blood 


as we hope ever to have Eternal Life. 2. And his 
declaring his Fleſh profiteth nothing, it is maniteſt 


that that diſtintion of Gratian is: true, which he . 


ſeems to have taken out of 'S. Hierom or ſome other 


ancient Father, who tells us the Fleſh and Blood of 


G Chriſt 
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Chriſt.is twofold; the one atural and which he bore 
about with him and hung once on the Croſs, the other 
Spiritual and Divine, which we may really eat and 
drink, that is, really receive and draw 1n at the Cele- 
brating the Holy Euchariſt by a ſincere, fervid and 
devotional Faith. And conſequently there is a Rea/ 
Preſence of the Body and Blood of Chriſt in parta- 
king of the Lord's Supper, whereby our Souls are 
nouriſhed. to Eternal Lite. | 
And in that, he ſays, his tural Fleſh profiteth n6- 
thing; to this purpoſe (for it cannot be ſaid that itpro- 
fiteth nothing at all, ſince in vertue of the Crucifixion 
of that Fleſh, and Effuſion of that Blood on: the Croſs, 
. we have the remiſſion of our Sins) Chriſt plainly in- 
fers that he has ( which cannot be well underſtood 
but as he is the Eternal Logos) another Fleſh, viz. that 
Spiritual and Divine Fleſh, which is mainly profitable 
for this. purpoſe, for the maintaining, perfeQing and 
renewing the 7zward man, that he may attain to his 
due growth in Chrift. 
And laſtly, How can Chriſt ſay, his Fleſh that 
was Crucified on the Croſs profiteth nothing, when by 
| being meditated upon at the Solemnity of the Holy Eu- 
chariſt, and alſo at other times, it may ſerve to kin- 
dle and inflame our Love and Devotion towards him, 
and ſo urge us to greater degrees of Repertance and: 
Mortification, and ſerious Holineſs ; it therefore being 
uſeful and profitable for all this, T fay, why does he. 
then affirm i profireth nothing, but that he does on 
purpoſe advertiſe us that it profiteth nothing as zo the 
preſent-caſe he has ſpoke to all this while, viz. to be 
the real meat and food of the inward man, and to be 
really received into him, to maintain and: encreaſe 
thoſe Divize Principles 1n him out of which he is rege- 
nerated ? Thus his particmar Fleſb and —_ 


— 
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hung on the Croſs, cannot be profitable for, nor can 
be come at, at ſuch adiftance, to be taken in and re- 
ceived ; which therefore plainly implies thoſe other, 
which were mentioned above out of Gratian (the Ds- 
vine or Spiritual Fleſh and Bloud of Chriſt only) to 
be properly uſeful to this purpoſe. 

8. And for thts Divine and Spiritual Fleſh and 
Bloud of our Saviour, diſtinguiſhed from his natural; 
beſides St. Fierome , you have allo the Suffrage of 
Clemens Alexanadrinus, 1n his Pedagogus, lib. 2. cap. 2. 
Ailmy 5 6 aig T8 weje, mo pho ap Ev aurs prunrgy 
® © gboegs AeAvpupeIo, m 5 mviugmgy, Tein w 
vyetomegx. The Bloud of our Lord is twofold, the 
one carnal, by which we are redeemed from corru- 
'ption ; the other Spiritual wherewith we are anoint- 
ed, and by virtue of drinking thereof we attain to 
-1ncorruption. Ka: 127 #51 mneiv 0 aug 78 Ina © x 
exanns pelanatar aplapoins, And as he makes the 
Bloud of our Lord twofold, ſo we may be ſure he 
makes his Body or Fleſh, becauſe his Myſtieal Body 
. and Bloud go together. According to that which 
M- Pelling in his Pious and Learned Diſcourſe of the 
Sacrament, quotes out of S. Ambroſe, who, ſays: he, 
ſpeaking of that Body which is received in the Eu- 
chariſt, calls it the ſpiritual Body of Chrift, the Bo- 
dy of a Divine Spirit ; and he does confidently affirm 
of all the Antients who have either purpoſely inter- 
preted, or occaſionally quoted the Words of Chrilt, 
in the ſixth of S. John, touching the eating his Fleſh 
and drinking his Bloud, that they all underſtand 
him to ſpeak of a Spiritual Fleſh and Bloud, diſtinct | 
not only from the Subſtance of the Holy Elements, 
but alſo from that natural Body of Chritt which he 
took of the Subſtance of the Holy Virgin, pas. 233. 
So little Novelty is there in this diftinQtion of -the 
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© . Body and Bloud of Chriſt into, Natural ,, and Spiri- 
-tual or Divine, _ | 


. ——_— —— 
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t. An Apology for being thus -operoſe and” copious in in- 
culcating the preſent Point from the uſefulneſs there- 
of. 2. The firſt uſefulneſs in that it defeats Monſieur 
de Meaux . his Stratagem to regyee 45 to Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, as if mo Real Prefence without it. 3. 
The ſecond: ufefulneſs, for the reftifying the Notion 
of Conſubſtantiation. 4. The third for more fwlly 
underſtanding the Myſtery of the Euchariſt , with 
Applications of it to ſeveral Paſſages in our Com- 
munion-Service. $5. The fourth for a wery eaſie 

* and natural Interpretation of certain Paſſages: tn our 
Chureh-Catechiſm. 6. The priviledee of the faith- 
ful Receiver, and of what great noment the Celebrati= - 
on of the Euchariſt is. 7. The laſt uſefulneff in ſo- 
Hidly reconciling the Rubrick at the end of the Com- 
mun1zon-Service, with that: noted Paſſage. in our: 
Church-Catechiſm. | 


9 E Reader may haply think-I have-been 0- 
ver operoſe and copious in inculcating- this, 
DiainQion of Gratiax's , touching the Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt in the Holy Ezchariii. But the great 
uſefulneſs thereof, I hope, may apologize. for: this. 
my extraordinary diligence and induſtry. For the 
Notion being both. true and unexceptionable, and 
not at all claſhing, fo far as I can diſcern, with ei- 
ther the Holy Scripture, or right Reaſon and ſolid- Phi- 
lo/ophy, to ſay nothing of the Suffrage of the Primi-. 
ULve: 
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tive Fathers, but rather very agreeable and conſenta- 


neous to them all; and alſo having, as I faid, its ' 


weighty uſefulnels, it was a Point, I thought, that 
was worth my ſo {ertoully inſifting upon ; and as I 
have hitherto endeavoured faithfully to ſet out the 
Truth thereof, I ſhall now, though more briefly, in- 
timate its V/efulneſs. 


2. And the firſt Uſefulneſs is this, Whereas that 


Reverend Prelate the Biſhop of Meaux tugs ſo hard 
to pull back again the Reformed Churches to the 
Communion of the_Church of Rome, by this Coxce/- 
ſion, or rather Profeſſion of theirs, that rhere is a Real 
Preſence of the Body and Bloud of Chriſt at the Cele- 


bration of the Excharift, to be received by the farth- 


ful, and that therefore they muſt return to the Do- 
Arine of Trarſubtantiation, as if there were no 0- 
ther Mode of a Real Preſezxce to: be conceived but it : 
the force of this Inference is phinly taken away, by 
this Diſtintion that Gratian, one of their own 
Church, hath luckily hit upon , or rather taken out 
of ſome antient Father, and is more fully made out 
in this Diſcourſe, that there is a Sprritnal and Divine 


Body of Chriſt, diſtin& from that particular Body of 


his that hung on the Croſs, which: the faithful par- 
take of in the Lord's Supper. Whence it is plain: 
there 1s no. need of TranſBantiation, which is in- 
cumbred with ſuch abyndanee of Impofſibzlities and 
Contradictions. 

. 3. Secondly, This Notion of ours is hugely ſer- 
viceable for the rectifying of the Doctrine of Conſub- 
Zantiation. in the Lutheran Church, who are-for an 


Ubiquity of the particular Body of Chriſt that hung on: ' 


the Croſs, which afſuredly is a grand Miſtake. But: 
I believe in the Authors rhereof there was a-kind of 
Partariency , and more confuſed Divination of that: 


TIrath;, 
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Trth, which we have ſo much inſiſted upon, and 
their Miſtake conſiſts only in this, that hs _ 
ted to the particular Body of Chriſt, which belongs 
to his reſtrained and circumſcribed humane Nature, 
that which truly and only belongs to his Divize Body, 
as he is the Eternal Logos, in whom is the Zn, the 
Life or Spirit of the Logos, to which Spirit of his 
this Body belongs, and therefore is rightly called his 
Boay, as appertaining to his Spirit. ' For this Body, 
this Divine and Sprritual Fleſh, as-Gratian calls it, is 
every where preſent, though not to be received as 
the Food of the Iaward men, but only by the Faithful 
and Regenerate ; ſo that according to this Notion 
there may be a Conb/ubſtantiation rightly interpreted, 
that is a Compreſentiation, or rather Compreſentiality of 
both the Real Bread and Wine, and the Real Body and 
Bloud of Chriſt at once ; ſo that they both may be re- 
ally and indeed received by all true Believers. And 
Lutheraniſmz 1n. this Point thus candidly interpreted, 
will prove a ſound and unexceptionable Dot#rize. 
And I charitably believe, the -firſt Authors of it, if 
they had fully underſtood their own meaning, meant 
no more than ſo, And I wiſh I had as much reaſon 
to believe that the Poxtificians meant no more by their 
Tranſubſtantiation, but a, firm and faſt hold of the Real 
Preſence. T.hope the moſt ingenuous of them at this 
time of the day mean no more than ſo, vzz. That 
they are as well aſſured off the Real Preſence of the 
Body and Bloud of Chriſt to be received in the Cele- 
bration of the Excharif, as if the very . Bread was 
turned.-into his Body, and the Wine into his Bloud by 
2 miraculous Tranſub#antiation. 

4. Thirdly, It 1s.from this Notion or Diſtinction 
of the antient Fathers, as.I hinted above, of the Body 
and, Bloud. of Chriſt into Natural and Spiritual or 
Divine, 
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| Divine, that we have ever been well appointed to 
give a more full and diſtinct account of the nature of 
the Solemnity of the Excharift as-it is celebrated in 
® our Church, it plainly comprizing theſe two things. 
The firſt the Commemoration of the Death of Chriſt, of 
the breaking his Body or Fleſh, viz. the wounding 
thereof with Nails and Spears. The other, 'The par- 
taking of the Divize Body and Blood of Chriſt, by 
which our Izward Man is nouriſhed to Eternal Life : 
which our eating the Bread and drinking the Wine are 
Symbols of. Both which in our Communtion-Service 
are plainly pointed at. The firſt fully, in the Exhor- 
tation to Communicants, where it 1s ſaid, And above 
all things you maſt give moſt humble and hearty thanks to 
God the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, for the Re- 
- Gemption of the World by the Death and Paſſion of our 
Saviour Chriſt, both God and Man, who did humble him-- 
ſelf even to the Death upon the Croſs for 1s miſerable 
finners — And to the end we ſhould always remem-- 
ber the exceeding great love of our Maſter and only 
Saviour Jeſus Chriſt thus dying for us, and: the in-- 
numerable benefits, which by his prectons Blood-ſhed-- 
ding he hath obtained to us, he has inſtituted and or-- 
dained Holy Myſteries as pledges of his Love, and: 
for a continual remembrance of his Death. And in 
the Prayer of Conſecration, the Celebration of the: 
Euchariſt is again ſaid to be a continued or. perpetuated. 
Commemoration of Chriſt's precious Death till his com- 
ing again, 
But now for our receiving: the Spiritual and Divine 
Body and: Blood of Chriſt, ſuch paſſages as theſe 
ſeem to intimate it.. In the Exhortation to the Com-. 
- avunicants, it is there ſaid, if with a true penitent- 
 heartandlively faith we receive this Holy Sacrament, . 
then we /piritually eat the fleſs of Chriſt and —_— | 


3; 


blood, then we dwell in Chrift and Chriſt in us, we are 
one with Chriſt and Chriſt with us. This paſſage plainly 
points to our Saviour's = rang Þ gas 6. verſ. 56. 
where he ſays, He that eateth my fleſÞ and drinketh m 
blood, dwelleth in me and T in him. And he thus dwel- 
ling in us, he. enlivens us, we becoming oxe with 
Chriſt in a.manner as the Soul and Body makes oze, 
as it followeth in the next verſe, As the living father 
has ſent me, and I live by the father, ſo he that eateth me 
ſhall live by me, and 4 we become oze with. Chriſt 
and Chriſt with as, we living by Chriſt as he by his 
Father ; that is to ſay, as Chrit lives by his Father, 
ſo we live by the Spirit of Chriſt dwelling in us, Rom. 
8. 11. which Spirit or Life of Chirſt always implies 
the Divine Body. As he that 1s joined unto the Lord 
in this Body is one Spirit, x Cor. 6. 17. Now this 
Exhortation ſo plainly alluding to this paſſage of our 
Saviour's Diſcourſe,which ſpeaks not of his particular 
natural Fleſh, but of that which is his Spiritual or 
Divine Fleſh, it is plain that the genuine ſenſe of the 
Exhortation 1n this place 1s, that we realy though 
ſpiritually (that is by a fervent and devotional Faith) 
eat Or receive the real Body and Blood of Chriſt, viz. 
that D:vize and Spiritual Body and Blood of his above- 
mentioned. And this paſſage of our Saviour's Diſ- 
courſe is again alluded to in the Prayer immediately 
before the - Prayer of Conſecration in theſe words, 
« Grant' us therefore, Gracious: Lord, -ſo to eat the 
<« Fleſh of thy Dear Son Jeſus Chriſt, and to drizk his 
 < Blood, that our ſinful Bodies may be made clean 
* by his Body, and our Souls dear” Gr through his 
** molt precious Blood, and that we may. evermore 
* dwell in him and he in us, John 6. 56. And theſe two 
places ſo plainly alluding to our Saviour's Diſcourſe 
1n'the ſixth of 'S* John, it is very eafie and natural 
| to 
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to conceive, that what. occurs in the Thankygiving 
after our receiving the Sacrament, does ſound to the 
lame purpoſe. © Almighty and everlaſting God, 
« we moſt heartily thank thee for that thou doſt 
« youchſafe to feed us who have duly received thele 
< Holy Myſteries, with the - Spiritual Food of the 
-M —_ Precious Body and Blood of thy Son and our 
« Saviour Jeſus Chriſt ——The words even of them- 
ſelves do very naturally point at a real though /piri- 
tual partaking or rece/ving into us the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, namely, of that Fleſh and Blood 
which our Saviour diſcourſes of, Johz 6. And theres» 
fore we may be much more afſured that they do ſo, 
if we take notice, the ſenſe is ſo back'd and ſ{trengrh- 
ned by the other two Paſſages which do plainly re- 
late to the Body, or Fleſh and Blood Chriſtdiſcourſes 
of, in the ſixth'of S* John's Goſpel. 
. I will only add one Conſideration more, and that 
is from the Title of our (omnion-Service. Can there 
be any more likely reaſon why the Lord's Supper is 
called THE HOLY COMMUNION, than 
that it refers to that of S* Pal, x Cor. 10. 16. The 
Cup of Bleſſing which we bleſs, i it not the Communion of 
the Blood of Chriſt? The Bread which we break, is it not 
the Communion of the Body of Chriſt 2 Becauſe there is 
one Bread, we being many are one Body, For we are all 
partakers of that one Bread. Which is that Bread from 
Heaven, which our Saviour diſcourſes of in the ſixth 
of-'S. John. But the Words TI have chiefly my Eye up- 
on are thoſe : The Cup being called ygwwyin 79 age 
TO, the Communion of the Blood ; and the Bread, »gt- 
Yevia Ts owuglOs, the Communion of the Body of Chriſt; 


and the word »givwviz, inall likelyhood, having the- 


ſame ſenſe that it had, 2 Pex. 1. 4. in Seas 4gwwyot 


varus, where we are {aid to be called to the Parti- 


| - cipation 
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ination of the Divine Nature, Communion: here in 


| o Paul's Epiſtle to the Corixthiens muſt naturally im- 


ply our meal receiving or partaking of the Bady and 
Blood of Chriſt in the —_—_ of this Holy Com- 
munion, and that by thus partaking of that oxe Di- 
vine Body and Blood' of his, fignified by -the eating 
and- merry, Bread and Wine, we, though mary, 
hecome ove Body : not in a Political Sexſe only, but, if 
E may ſo ſpeak, Divinely zatura/, we being made af 
Members of that oe Univerſal Divine Body of Chriſt, 
as he is the Eternal Loges,. and fo becoming »guwyes 
T Yes QUatws, 2. Pet, I. 4.. e 
Wherefore, 'Fhat Paſſage in S* PawPs Epiltle to the 
(orinthians, does marvellous-fully ſet out the Na- 


ture of that part of the Lord's Supper, that is diſtin- 


guiſhed- from the Commemoration of. his Death, and: 
ives the moſt genuine Reaſon. of. its being-called the 
F200 Communion, tt implying the rea! Communication: 
of that oze Divine Body of Chriſt to the faithful, and: 
their real Union.thereby with- Chriſt and with one 
another, which is a full and perfect Holy Communi- 
5. Fourthly, This Notion of the Fathers.touching 
the gone or. Divine Body and Bloud of Chrift, 
affords. us. a. very eaſic and natural-Interpretation of- 
that Paſſage in. our Church-Catechiſm, touching the 
Sacrament of: the Lord's Supper, where to the Que- 
ſftion, What i the inward part, or thing ſienified ? It is 
anſwered, & The Body and: Bloud of Chriſt which 
« are verily and indeed taken andreceived by the faith- 
* ful in the Lord's Supper. In. the. Anſwer to a for- 
mer Queſtion, Why: was. the Sacrament of the Lords 
Supper: ordained? it 1s. anfwered, © For a continual 
« Remembrance of the Sacrifice of the Death of 
« Chriſt, and: the Bexefits received thereby. Ozre e- 


minent: 
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minent benefit whereof is the Remifſion of our fins 
through the Blowd of Chriſt ſhed on the Croſs, for 
without bloud there is no Remifſion ; the other 
is the feeding of the Repenerate Soul, or Inward man, 
'by the Real, but Spiritaal or Divine Body and Bloud 
of Chrift, which contains in it our thorough Sent#s- 
fication, which is alſo a fruit or benefit of the Sacrifice 
of the Dearth of Chriſt, foraſmuch as we had not 
been couuble of Regeneration and of growth and de- 
grees of SanQification by the feeding on and really 
receiving the Spiritual and Divine Body of Chriſt, 
without our Recoxciliation by his Bloudſhed on the 
Croſs, which our Church here calls the Sacrifice of 
the Death of Chriſt, | 

Now as in this Anſwer there is contained that 
great Benefit of the Remiſ/ion of our fins in the Bloud 
of Chriſt, and thereby of our Reconi/iation to God; 
1d in the Anſwer mentioned before is contained that 
{ſingular Benefit of perfei#ing our Santtification by the 
nouriſhing and corroborating our z»ward man by cat- 
ing or partaking of the Spiritual or® Divine Body and 
Bloud of our Saviour, which are verily and indeed ta- 
ken and received by the faithful in the Lord's Supper. 
_[Verily] that is to ſay, aamlws or antes, truly, - 
in counterdiſtin&ion to Typically, or Symbolically, 
the Bread and Wire 'being but Types or Symbols of 
this. Touching which in the Anſwer to the Queſti- 
on, What are the Benefits whereof we are made Partakers 
thereby ? it is ſaid, The ſtrengthening and refreſhing our 
Souls by the Body and Bloud of Chrift, as our Bodies are 
by 'the Bread and Wine, viz. which are but Types of 
the ire, ſpiritual or Diwzxe Body and Bloud of Chrift, 
but they havea very handſome Analogy the one tothe - 
other. But we proceed to the following words [And 
indeed]-that is to fay, —_— ml oyl, revers, or really, 

2 nor 
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- not _ one ſcoptically. would make us to profeſs, 
- that this zeal participation of the Body and 'Bloud of 
. Chriſt, has no reality any where but in our pharcy,, 


which we call Faith, To which ſenſe the Tranſla- 
tor of the peaceable methad for the ne-uniting Proteſtants 
4nd Catholicks, ſpeaks in his Preface to his Tranſlation. 
To which exception, this Notion, of the Primitive 
Fathers, according to which our Communion-Service 
is framed, and our Homilies. allude to, and we ſo. 
much inſiſt upon, is not lable. [By the Faithful} 
and that ozly by them, which Body and Bloud the 
Faithful do not receive by champing it with their 


"Teeth, and ſwallowing it down their 'Throat ; But 


by a fervid and living devotional Faith more than or-. 
dinarily kindled at the Celebrating the Holy. Eucha- 
riſt, they draw this Divine and Cele/tial Food, (the 
true Manns from Heaven): into their Hearts, where- 
by their inward man is.fed and ſtrengthened, and nou-. 
riſhed up to Eternal Life, and:ſo the New Birth get- 
ting growth daily, arrives at laſt to the s Shag 
of the ſtature of Ubriſt: - 

6. This is the Priviledye of the:farrhful; Receiver. 
But for thoſe that are devoid. of this zr«e and living 
Faith, though the Divine Body and Bloud of Chritt 
is every where preſent tq.the faithfyl, yer they who 


are wnregenerate, and: conſequently ideveid 'of. the Di- 


vine Life,: are capable of no union therewith, nor of 


-ANy growth or ſtrength therefrom,:' Burt it is like the 
Lght ſhining into a.dead-man's eye, 'of which there is 


no vital effe&t. But for thoſe who are regezerate, and 
conſequently have. rea! hungeri and thirſt after the 
Reghieon/nefs of God; though the- great Feaſt upon 


this Heavenly Food is; more wpoanly and coptole: 
1y. myjayed in: the Celebration 0 


the Holy Excharift, 
yet they may in ſome good meaſure draw it in day by 
| | . | ay. 
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day by Faith and Devotion, as without the Preſence 
of the Bread and Wine we may at any time dewvotto- 
zally think of the Sacrifice of the Death of our Savi- 
. our. But certainly this ſolemn Inſtitution of Cele- 
brating his laft Supper, being particularly and ear- 
neſtly injoyn'd us by Chriſt, if we conſcientiouſly ob- 
ſerve the- ſame, it will have a more than ordinary 
efficacy in us for the ends-it was appointed. 
7. Sixthly and laſtly, as thoſe words: of the Care- 
chiſm [the Body and Bloud of Chriſt which are ver:/y 


in themſelves, a very eafie and natural ſenſe ſo ex- 
plained, as.we have according tothe Analogy of the 


do: they notat/all claſh with thoſe words of the-R#- 
_ brick 'affixed- at. the end of the' Communion Service, 
where it is.affirmed, © That-the Sacramental Bread: 
«< and Wine remain ftill in their very natural ſub- 
& ſtances,. and therefore may not be adored (for that: 
<-wereIdolatry to be abhorred of all faithful Chriſti- 
«* ans) and the zatwural Body, and Bloud of our Savi- 


< one time in more _ than one. There is, I ſay; 
in this no-contradiftton to what occurs in the Cate- 


of.. the. Body and Bloud: of: Chriſt, which-are werily 
and z#zaced taken and- received by the Faithful in the 


of. the xatural Body of- Chrift. But it 1s to be conſi- 
dered' that this: Affirmation- and Negation is not of 


and indeed taken and received, &c.] have, conſidered: - 


Dotrine of the Primitive Fathers and' our Ghurch's 
Homilies that allude to:them, explained them ; ſo: 


& our-Chriſt are in Heaven, and wot here, it being a-- 


«.cainſt the ruth of Chriſt's Natural Body to be at: 
chiſm, which affirms thar- there is a Real Preſence- 
Lord's Supper, though here a Real Preſence is denied* 


the ſame Body of Chriſt, and therefore: canibe no- 
contradiction ; and further: to be obſerved; how the : 
very. Rubrick ſuggelſts-to us this diſtinQion of the mw 
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tural Body of Chriſt (which is appropriated to his 
particular Soul, and which:hung on the Croſsand was 
Crucified) and his Divine or Spiritual Body, the Body 
of the Eſſential Life -or Spirit of the Eternal Logos, 
and thexefare rightly termed the Body of the.Logos 
1ncarnge, . or of Chriſt. 

And therefore when paſſages of the Ancient Fathers 
4n the Primitive Times, before the degeneracy of the 
Church came in, may ſome of them favour a Rez! 
Abſence, other a Real Preſence of the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt, according as different places of the Scrip- 
_ ture might occur to their minds touching thus-mat- 
ter,the controverſy might well be compoſed by diſtin- 
guiſhing betwixt the Natura! Body of Chrift and his 
Divine or Spiritual Body.; According to the former 
whereof is the Ree/ Abſence, according to:thelatter the 
Real Preſence of Chriſt's Body and. Blood, to: be-re- 
ceived by the Faithful in the Celebration of the Holy 
Euchariſt. | 


CHAP. VII. 


1, Monſieur Maimbourg ſo cunning and cautions as not 
to attempt tobring the Proteſtants to Tranſubſtantia- 
tion by their common conſent in the Real Preſence, 
but by a more general Maxime, which, he ſays, we are 
all azre:d in. 2, The aforeſaid Maxime with the Ex- 
plication thereof. 3. Six Suppoſals ſurmiz'd for the 
ſtrengthening this Engine for the pulling the Proteſtants 
into the belief of Tranſubſtantiation. 4. ACounter- 
Engine £conſiſtizg of ſixteen common Notions, #7 
mhich, xot only the Romaniſts and we, but all mankind 
are agreed in. 5. An Examination of the flrength-of 
Monſieur 


Coir. VAI - do badt Profle 


Monſiewr Maimbourg's Engine, by recurring apo 0c+ 
caſion' to theſe Common) Notions ; The firſt Prop ex- 
amined, Viz, the Churches Infallibility &y aſfiftance 
of the Spirit, and diſcovered to' be weak from the Dil- 
ſention of Churches in matters of Faith in his ſenſe, 
... 6. From the promiſe of the Spirit being conditional. 
7- 4nd from the Prediftions. in the Prophetical 
Writings, of 4 general Degeneracy of the Church. 
8. The Examination of the ſecond. Prop, that would 
have Tranſubſtantiation:believed upon the Synodical 
decifcon of a fallible Church. g.. The Examination of 
the third Prop, that would hawe the Synodical deciſion 
paſs into an Article of Faith. 10. The fourth Prop. 
examined by defining truly what Hereſy and Schiſm s.. 
EI. The fit Prap further explained by Monſiear 
Maimbourg, i» two Prepoſitions. 12. An Anſwer 
to the two Propoſitions, | 


:. | Have, Þ hope, by this time ſufficiently pro-. 
poſed and'confirmed both the Truth and Uſe-- 
fulneſs of the diſftintion of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt (which occurs in the Primitive. Fathers) into. 
Natural, and: Spiritual or Divine. From whence it 
may plainly appear to any pious and unprejudiced: 
Reader, that the: Inference of a Tranſ/ubſtantiation of 
the Bread. and', Wine-into. the Rea Body and Blood of- 
Chrift, .from-a, Rea! Preſence. of them un the Lord's. 
Supper, .is very weak and'mvalid. Which Monſieur 
Maimbourg (as well as the Biſhop of Meaux, formerly 
Biſhop of {oxdom.) though he take ſpecial notice of in 
his Peaceable Method, w1z.. that this Real Preſence of 
the Body and:;Blood of Chriſt in the Lord's Supper, 
is, generally. acknowledged by the Proteſtants, Chap. 3. 
whom. he will have to hold, That the Sacrament is not: 
6; Figure or empty Sign without Efficacy, but they do 


maintain, 
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. maintain, faith he, that it does communicate unto us 


ina moſt:real and effef#ual Manner, the Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt to be the Food of our Souls; ' And he will have 
Monſieur Claud himſelf acknowledge, that ' before 


this Novelty of Tranſubſtantiation was introduced, 


everyone believed that Jeſus Chriſt is preſent inthe Sa- 


crament, that his Body and Blood are there-#rwly re- 


ceived by the faithful ; yet he is ſo wiſe and cautious 


45 not to truſt to the ſtrength of this Engine for the 


pulling us back into a belief and profeſſion of that in- 
credible Hypotheſis, but according to the Fineneſs 
.of his wit, has ſpread a more large Net to catch us 
in and carry us captive, not only into this grols Er- 
rour of Tranſubſtantiation, but into all other Errours 
which the Church of Rowe has broached, or may 
hereafter broach and propoſe as Articles of Faith. And - 
therefore it isa point worth our cloſeſt conſideration. 


. , 2. His general Maximis this, That that Church in 


whichare found two Parties concerned, has ever had 
the power to determine all differences, and to declare 
that as matter of Faith, which before there was'no ob- 
ligation to believe, and that we'are bound'to acqui- 
fre in her Deciſions, under Penalty of being Schi/- 
matichs. ; FOru 

By the Church her declaring as matter of Faith 
(which ſeems to ſound {o harſhly) he does not mean, 
That the Church has Authority to frame New Arricles 
of Faith, (;pag.. t7.) but that She isto a according 
to a Rule, which is Holy Scriptave, atid Tradition tru- 
ly and purely Apoffolical, from which we have alſo 
received the Holy Scripture-it ſelf. ' And (pag. 18.) 
The Church never:did make} and andoubtedly never 
will make any New Articles of Faith, finee it-is not 
in her power to define any thing but according'to the 
Word of God, which ſhe is always to conſult with, - 

| wit 


+, eg 
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with her Oracle, and the Rwle ſhe is bound to follow. 
His meaning therefore muſt be this, That beſides 
thoſe plain and Univerſally known Articles of the 
Chriſtian Faith, and acknowledged from the very be- 
ginning of Chriſtianity, ſuch as are compriſed in the 
Apoſtles Creed, there have been, and may be other 
Articles of Faith more obſcurely and uncertainly de- 
livered in Scripture, which, until the Church in a 
lawful Synod or Council has determined the ſenſe 
of thoſe places of Scripture that appertain to the 
Controverſlie, men have no obligation to believe, but 
go for the preſent, for but uncertain and indifferent 
Opinions. But when once the true Church, 1n which 
the Parties differing in Opinion are, and her lawful 
Repreſentative aſſiited by the Holy Ghoſt, - (as is af- 
firmed Chap. 2. pag. 28.) a Canonical Aſſembly, which 
alone has full Power and Sovereign Authority to ſay 
juridically (Chap. 4. pag. 27.) It ſeemed good to the Holy 
Ghoſt and to us, has given definitive Sentence touch- 
ing the Controverſie, that which before was but an 
indifferent Opinion, becomes now Matter of Faith, and 
is to be received as an Article of: Faith by the Dillent- 
ing Party, upon penalty of being Schiſmaticks and 
Eereticks. This I conceive to be his preciſe meaning. . 
But the great Artifice of all is, that he will have 
this meaning of his to be the gezeral Opinion alſo of 
the Proteſtant Churches. Who ca Gels (page 27} 
queſtion, but the Proteſtant Churches of England, 
France, Germany, and Switzerland and the Low Conn- 
tries do hold as a Fundamental Maxim, that in ſuch. 
Controverſiesas do ariſe concerning DoQrinein Mat- 
ters of Religion, the-true Church of which the Dif-; 
ſenting Parties are Members, - has full and ſovereign, 
power to declare according to- the' Word: of- God, 
what is of Faith, and that there is an Obligatiom' of: 
_ =, Oe I ſtanding 
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franding to her Decrees, under pain of being Schi/+22- 
ticks? And (page 35-)1 demand, faith he, nothing 
more for the preſent : TI will content my elf with 
what themſelves do grant; That that Church of 
which the Parties conteſting are Members, (be ſhe 
falltble or ifaltible ) has full power to decide Diffe- 
rences, and her Pecrees do oblige 'under the Penalty 
of being Schiſmuticks. 

3. Now from this general Maxim granted, as he. 
gonceives,' on both fides, and which he does chiefly 
endeavour to prove from the carriage of the Synod of 
Dort, toward the Arminians (all which things to re« 
peat here would be too moliminous and inconſiſtent 
with the Brevity I intend, a full Anſwer to Monſieur: 
Maimbourg's Method requiring ſome more able Pen) 
he declining, I ſay, all diſpute touching the Mer# 
of the Cauſe, the point of Trun/ubſtzntiation, he 
would hence draw us in, to the imbracing that: 
Do@rine merely becauſe we were once. of that 
Church that has Synoadrcally determined: for it, and. 
conſequently reconcile us 'to all the reſt of 'the Er- 
roues of the Charch of Rowe. But'that we may not- 
fo'eaſily be taken in this Nez, or pulled in by this Em- 
gine, We will firſt exainine-the Sppoſals that ſupport 
che-ſtrength of ir, or'of which it does conſift. 

Thefrit and chiefe{t whereof is, That ſuchSynods. 
to whoſe definitive ſenterice he would have us ſtand; 
are +fſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt. | 

| The ſecond; Thatwhether-they be-orbe-not, we. 
#e'to fland'to their-deterinination, 

_ Theitthird; Whatever /Matters-of Opinion (as they. 
ave for the'preſent but ſuch) are decided by-ſuch a. - 
Synod, pals into Aridcles of ÞFaith. OE. 
_ * The fourth, That thoſe that will riot cloſe with- 
theſe -Deeifions, de the wht. they will, they =- 
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guilty of Schi/mz, as being bound ta aſſent. 

The fifth, That theſe deciſive Synods or Aſſem- 
_ hay to decide according to the Rule of the Word 
O . | 

The ſixth and laſt, Fhat both the Proteſtants and 
Papiſts are agreed in all theſe. . | 

4. Now. before I examine theſe Particulars, theſe 
Suppoſals, Parts or Props of his general Maxim, by 
which he would draw the Proteſtants again into the 
Church of Rome, and make them embrace Tranſab- 
ſtantiation, and all other Superſtitions and Errours 
which they have Syzodically decided for matters of 
Faith - T will, following the very method of this 
ſhrewd Writer, propoſe not. oaly oe Maxime, but 
ſeveral Maximes, wherein both the Romanifts and We, 
and indeedall Mankind are agreed, and which there- 
fore I will, inſtead of Maxzmes, call Common Notio 
in alluſion to thoſe of Exclid, And the firlt ſhall be 
this, | 
T. That which in it {elf is falſe, no declaring or 
ſaying it is true can make it true. Je [+ 
TE. Whatever is plainly repugnant to what is true, 
is certainly falſe. 

IIT. Whatever is falſe, can be no due Article of a 
true Faith or Religion. 

IV. The Senſes rightly circumſtantiated are true 
Judges of their Objett, whether {ſuch an Obje& be 
Farth, Air, Fire, or Water, Body or Spirit, and 
the like. | 

Beſides that this is a Common Notion withall Man- 
kind, the Incarnate Wiſdom himſelf has giver his 
ſuffrage for it, in his.arguing with S* Thomas, John 
20, ver. 27. Then ſaith he to T homas, Reach hither thy 
finger, and behold my hands, and reach hither thy hand 
and. thruſt it into my ſide, and be not faithleſs butbelie= 
. MM | L 2  VIHFe 
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ving. What is this but the appealing to the truth of 
ſenſe by our Saviour himſelf? And Lake 24. ver. 29. 
: Behold my hands and my feet that it I my ſelf, handle 
me and ſee ; for a Spirit has not fleſh and bones as ye {> 
'& have. Here is.an Appeal both to Sexfe ard. Reaſon 
at once, and that, about. the very Body of Chriſt, touch» 
ing which the great Controverſie 1s raiſed. _.. 
. . V. AnEſfſence or Being that is oxe, ſo long as it re- 
mains ſo, as it- is diſtin& from: others, 10 it 1s andivi- 
aable or inſeparable trom 7. ſelf. EEE 
. VE The Whole 1s. bigger than. the Part,. and the- 
Parb leſs than the Whole.. | | 
VIE. In every Diviſion,, though the Parts agree 
with. the Whole, yet they diſagree amongſt them-. 
{clves.. So that the Part 4. is not the very Part-B.. 
nor; the Part B. the very Part C, nor-can each Part be 
truly and adequately the Whole by the foregoing. 
Common Notion. _ Ei | 

VIII. The ſame Body cannot be aCtually a Cube and: 
a G/obe at once, and there is the ſame reafon of.any o- 
ther different Figures of a Body. | 
IX. NoRevelation, the Revealing whereof, or:the 
manner of the Revealing whereof is repygnavt to the, 
Drwvine Attributes, can be from God. 

X. No Tradition of any ſuch Revelation can be 
true, for as.much as the Revelation it ſelf-15 impoſſible. 

XI. No Interpretation of. any. Divine. Revelation 
that is. repugnant: to rightly circumſtantiated Senſe 
and pure and unprejudiced Reaſon, whether it. be 


From a: private or. publick: hand, can. be any Infſpira- 


ton-from God: 
- NIL: No Body.can be bigger.and- lefs than. itſelf 
at Once... | 
XIII. That Individual :Body that-is already, nor. 
ceaſeeh ta be, cannot be made while it 1s already ex- 
ifting. . XIV. One. 
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XIV. Oze and the ſame Body cannot be both preſent 
with it ſelf and many thouſand miles abſext-from-it- 
felf at once. | EE 
- XV. One and'the ſame Body cannot be ſhut up in 
a Box, and free to walk and run in the Fields, and to 
aſcend into the'very Heavens at the fame time. 

"XVI. And laſtly (to omit many other ſuch ſelf: 

evident Truths. or Common Notions) it is impoſſible, 

that a-man ſhould ſwallow his whole Body, Head, 

Feet, Back, Belly, Arms, and Thighs, and Stomach: 
it- ſelf, through his Mouth, down- his- Throat into- 
his Stomach, that is, every what of himfelf into one 
knows not what-of himſelf, leſs than a Mathemari- 

cal Point-or nothing. For if all be ſwallowed, what- 
is there left of the man for it to be ſwallowed into; 
but a mere Poizt, or rather zothing ? 

5. Certainly all the World; as well Papiis as Pro-- 
teftants, as ſoon as they do but conceive the meaning- 
of the Terms, will aſſent to the Truth of theſe Propo-. 
fitions at the very: firſt ſight ; which therefore has-. 
made me call them Common Notions. Let usnow apply 
our ſelves to the uſe of them in the examining the - 
ſtrength of M" Mambourg's general Maxime; wherein, 
he will have the Papiſts and Proteſtants agreed: 

| The firſt Prop thereof is, That the zrze Church is, 
infallible by the promiſe made to her of being afi#ted : 
by the. Holy Ghoſt, But here I-demand whether this . 
Promiſe be made to the Univerſal-Church, or any: 
Particular Church or Churches throughout-all Ages. 
That it is not -made to the Univerfal Church through-- 
out all Ages, is plain, in that the Parts thereof.have : 
been ah are ſtildivided in ſeveral. matters of Faith. 
That no ſuch Promiſe is made to any Particular: - 
Church or Churches, is plain from-hence, that zheſe 

Churches. are not named in any. part-of the _ | 

| w 
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which omiſſion is incredible, if there had been any 
ſuch entailment of Isfallibility upon any Particular 
Church or Churches. But of all Churches, I hum- 
bly conceive, it is /-#poſ/ible it ſhould be the Church of 
Rome, unleſs it be poſſible that all thoſe Common No- 
tions whiclr I have ſet down, and in which all the 
World, even the Church of Rome her ſelf, if they 
will ſpeak their conſciences, are agreed, be falſe, 
which they muſt be if Tranſubitantiation be true. 
And therefore let any man judge whether is the more 
likely, viz. That Tran/ubſtantiation ſhould be falſe, 
or thole Common Notions not trie. | 
6. Again, How does it appear that this Promiſe of 
the afſiitance of the Holy Ghoſt is.not conditional ? 
Indeed Chriſt ſays, John 16. 13. When the Spirit of 
#ruth is come, he will guide you into all truth, viz, the 
ſame Spirit that is promiſed, Chap. 14. ver. 15, 16, 17. 
But the words of this pretended Charter of Ixfalib:- 
lity are there ſer down more fully : {f ye love me, keep 
my commandments ; And I will pray the Father, and he 
ſhall give you another Comforter that he may abide with 
YOu f ever, even the Spirit. of truth whons the World 
cannot receive. —— The Promile of the afliftance of 
the Holy Ghoſt for the infallibly concluding what is 
true, even fromthe words of this pretended Charter of 
Infallibility, is conditional ; that is to ſay, if they fo love 
Chriſt as to keep his commandments, and become not 
worldly and carnal, (for the World cannot receive this 
Spirit of truth) then this Spirit which leaderh into all 
truth {hall aflft them. Wherefore as many as Chriſt 
ſends this :ufallible Spirit to, he fir/# fits them for it by 
mortifying the-Spirit of the World 1n them, and making 
them Members of his 7ruly Holy Church ; for the cal- 
ling themſelves Holy Church, makes thera never a jot 
the more Holy, if they really be not fo, by the firit 
Common Notion. Ard 
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And befides, If the Words of this Charter of Infal- 
libility had not been fo expreſs, yet in common fenfe 
and reaſon this condition would neceſſarily have been 
underſtood. Foraſmuch as nothing can be more ab- 
furd than to imagine the A/ifance of the Holy Ghoſt 
to be fo cheap and trivial a thing, as to be procured 
for the concluding Controverſies ariſing or ſer on foot 
in the Church, which are needleſs and frivolous, or 
more for ſatisfymg Curioſity than Edification, and 
which tend to Diviſcon, and tearing the Church vio- 
lently into parts, which was oze before and in a /a/- 
vable condition without this Deciſion, as Monſieur: 
Maimbourg contefſes himſelf : Or that the Holy Ghoſt 
will a/i# ſuch Aſſemblies as are worldly and caxyally 
minded, and'are called toconchude for the worldly Ad- 
vantage and Intereſt of a worldly Polity, whofor the- 
upholding and increafing their Temporal Empire: 
(whereby they Lord it over the World, and ride on. 
the necks of Kings and Princes): call-themſelves Spiri-- 
tal. Certainly when all Chriitian Truth tends to- 
real and indiſpenſable Holineſs, if mankind were not: 
kft 'to- the liberty of their own: Will, but Chriſt- 
would have them ſo .z»fallibly wiſe, he wouldall along 
have prepered them for.1t, by. making them unexcep- 
tionably Holy, that they might become wiſe in his. 
own Way and Method: GE | 

17. And laſtly, There bemg Pred:#:ons in Daviel and? 
the Apocalypſe of an Antichriſtian State in the Church - 
to:come (tn which rhere will be ſuch a general Apo-- 
ſtaſie from the Apoſtolick Purity)-even according to- 
their. own Interpreters, T demand what affurance we- 
have that theſe Times came not (1m a very great mea- 
ſire) upon the Church, ſome hundreds of Years be-- 
fore Tranſubſtartiation was concluded on by the Ro-- 
man Church, which therefore-muſt much IIS 
6:5 g S. 
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the pretence of the Tyfallibility of any ſuch Councils, 
And our Church of England, as all know, in her Ho- 
milies, whether by inſpiration or by mere ſolid Reaſon 
-and Judgment, refers the viſion of the ſeventeenth 
Chapter of the Apocalypſe, to the Church of Rome. 
And, I hope, to any unprejudiced Reader,that has lei- 
ſure to examine-things, I have even demonſtratively 
made out that truth in my Expoſition of the Apocalypſe, 
and moſt punQtually and diſtin&ly of all in my Jornt- 
Expoſition of the thirteenth and ſeventeenth Chapters . 
thereof, Syzopſ. Prophet. Book 1. Chap. 11, 12, 13, 
&c. with the preparatory Chapters thereto. Let any 
one read them that pleaſe, and in the due fear of God 
con{ider them, ; 
Wherefore, to conclude, touching this firſt Prop of 
his general Maxim, whereby he would infinuate that 
Synods, to whoſe definitive Sentence he would have us 
to ſtand, are afifedby the Holy Ghoſt, it does not only 
not underprop, but undermine his grand Max, 
Foraſmuch as we have no aſſurance that thoſe Romazx 
Councils which have concluded for Tranſubſtantiatios 
were aſſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, but rather quite 
contrary, | 

8. The ſecond Prop is, That whethera Synod be or 
be not alſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, we are to ſtand to 
their determination. If the Syzod be not aſſiſted by 
the Holy Ghoſt then they are fa/ib/e, and may bein the 
_ wrong : ſo that the eaſt is, whether the Syzod deter- 
mine 7/ght or wrong, yet we are to ſtand to their de- 
termination. Whuch as odly as it ſounds,yet in ſome 
ſober ſenſe, T muſt confeſs ingenuouſly, for ought I 
know, may be true, that is, in ſuch things as are re- 
ally diſputable, and which for no ſiniſter baſe deſign, 
but merely for the peace of the Church and Her Edi- 
fication, it has been thought fit to make a Synodical 

TON) OY OR 0G BE: Deciſion 
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Deciſion of the Controverſie. But is this' colour 
enough for the Church of Rome's Determination to 
'be ſtood to? Of making the Bread in the Sacrament 
to be tranſubſtantiated into the very Body of Chriſt 
that hung on the Croſs at Jeruſalem (and has ever 
fince his Aſcenſion been in Heaven) bythe Prieſts ſay- 
Ing over it, Thi i my Body, the Bread ſtill remaining 
Bread to all outward appearance, as before, fo that 
Chriſt is fain to be at the expence of a perpetual Mi- 
racle to 'make the tran/ubſtantiated Bread look vike 
Bread ſtill, though it be realy the Body of Chriſt that 
hung on the Croſs at Jeru/alem. Which,” as I have 
noted above, is againſt his Wiſdom and Goodnels, in 
that, if Tranſubſtantiation be a true Article of- the 
Chriſtian Faith, this is the moſt efteQtual way 1magi- 
nable to make. men, if left-to. their own free thought, 
to. miſ-believe it, however force and cruelty: might 
conſtrain them to profeſs it : And fo it is againſt his 
Goodneſs, to expoſe ſo great a 'patt of his Church to 
ſuch; bloody Prax nd} ae as this Article has occaſioned 
in the . Chriſtian World. That Chriſt ſhould;do a 
perpetual Miracle not that will confirm mens'\Faith; 
but ſubvert it, not to edifie his Church hut 'diſtra& 
it, and lay all in confuſion and blood ! Let any one 
conſider how likely this is to be. F; 
-*.. This therefore could never be a poles, bona fide, diſs 
putable, butto ſuch as were horribly hoodwinkt with 
prejudice, and blinded witha defire of having a thing 
concluded by the Church which was of ſuch unſpeak- 
able advantage, as they then thought, for the rag- 
nifying the Prieſthood, 'though I believe nothing wil 
turn more to their Diſrepute and ſhame in the con- 
cluſion. Now I dare appeal to Monſieur Maimbonrg 
himſelf, whether we are'to ſtand to the' Determina-' 
tion of a fallible.Synod in a. Point, that, belides what E; 


have 
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have already hinted, contraditFs all thoſe Common No- 
tions, which T-have above recited, and in which all 
"Mankind are agreed. And ſuch is this Point of 
Tranſubitantiation. ” 

g. Now for the third Prop, That whatever Mat- 
ters. of Opinioz (as they are for the preſent but ſuch) 
are decided by ſuch a Synod, paſs into Articles of 
Faith ; this Prop is alſo really a Puller down of this 
general Maxim. For by an Article of Faith, muſt 
be meant ſuch-an Article, as after the Syoaical Deci- 
ſion, is neceſſary to be believed by all Parties upon 

in of Damnation. | But to this I anſwer, firſt, No 

EE be an Article of Faith, nor can what is in 
it ſelf falſe, by all the declaring in the World that it 
is. true, become true , by the firſt Common Notion. 

And' ſecondly, -Since the whole Church before, in; 
which arofe the Controverſie, were in a /a/vable Con- 
dition, how Unchriſtian an at muſt this be, to: 
put. id many thouſand Souls. in the State of Damnati- 
on, by ſo «neceſſary, nay miſchievoys a Synodical De= 
cigon + And therefore what /pretence can there be to 
CI of the Holy Ghoſt, which Chriſt has 

niſed: his Church, when. they machinate that, which 
fo manifeſtly tends, according as the Synod acknow-. 
ledges, tothe Damnation of fuch a-muttitnde of Souls, 

which before the Decifion were in-a falvable Condi- 
tion, auld alſo ro moſt barbzrous Perſerntions. of their 

Perſons, as itis notoriouſly known in Hiſtory, touch- 
ing 7 ravſub#antiation ? 

- 70. The fourth Prop charges thoſe with the guilt- 
of Schiſtn.and Herefie that will not cloſe with the a- 
bove-ſaid $yw04ical Deciſions, bethey what they will: 
In which matter we cannet jidge whether thecharge: 
be right, uale(s we firſt underſtand what is traly and: 
properly Herefie and Srhi/m:. The former whereof k 

demand! 


FED SETESY 


demand what it can be, but a diſſent from the C- 
tholick Church even in thoſe things in it, that are 4- 
poFolical. For whatever National Church is found 
to have all and nothing elſe in it but what is Apo#ols- 
cal, or not incon{;iftent with the Apoſtolical DoQtrine 
and PraQice , is moſt afſuredly one part of that oxe 
Catholick and Apoſtolick Church, which weprofels our 
Belief of in our Creed. And for the latter it can be 
nothing elſe but a ſeparation from the (arholick 
Church, or from any Church that is part thereof, 
even then, when ſhe approves her {elf to be Carholich, 
that is to ſay even then, when ſhe is Apoftolick, or, 
though ſhe be Apoſtolick, and offers no opinions or 
uſages but ſtich as are conformable to the wages and 
Podtrines of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, or have no re- 
Pugnancy thereto. 'To feparate from the Church in 
ſuch circumſtances as theſe, certainly is that great 
Crime of Schiſmz; but to ſeparate from that part of 
the Church which impoſes optmons and prattices 
plainly repugnant to the Precepts of Chrift and his A- 
poſtles, this is no Schiſm but Union with the truly an- 
tient Catholick and Apoſtolick Church. And thede- 
clring it Schiſm does not, nor can make it ſo, by 
Common Notion the firſt. And if it were Schiſm: to 
ſeparate from ſuch a Church as propounds things re- 
pugnant to the Precepts of Chriſt and his Apoltles, 
the gnult of this Schifm is not upon them that thus 
ſeparate , but upon thoſe that impoſe fuch Anri- 
Apoſtolical matters. | 

11. The fifth Prop, That theſe dec:ſrve Symods or 
Aſſemblies are to decide according to the Rwle of the 
mie God; the ſtrength of this Prophe endeavours 
more fully to diſplay paz: 34. and he calls upon the. 


Brethren of the Reformed Churches to refleQ ſeri- 


ouſly upontheſe twoPropofittons he ſets down. 
K 2 The 
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.' 'Fhe firſt is; Fhat as the Word. of God 1s 22fallible 
in it felf,, {o certainly the judgment of him who trul 
judges according to this Rule is alſo izfallible : An 
conſequently they are obliged to believe, "That the 
Church when ſhe judges according to thi Rule or the 
Word of God, does not only not err, but that ſhe 
alſo. cannot err... TS 
The ſecond, That they the Reformed] are bound 
[as well as we the Romaniſts] ta believe that the 
Church of God deciding Controverſies of Faith, does 
jtidge according to the zrze ſenſe of the word of God : 
Becauſe upan the matter it: is concerning this very 
ſenſe that ſhe gives. judgment betwixt the Parties, 
who-give it a different ſenſe, and who are obliged in 
Conſcience to ſubmit to her judgment, under pain of 
being Schiſmeticks and, Hereticks, as their Synod of 
Dort has poſitively declared. | 
12. The firſt of theſe Propoſitions may. paſs for 
firm and, ſqund,. provided that the meaning of her 
Judging according to this rule is the giving the right and 
enuine ſenſe thereof :. Of which ſhe can-neither aſſure 
ier Jelf nor any one elſe, but by being aſſured of that 
Holineſs, ' Integrity, and ſingleneſs. of Heart, in. thoſe 
of the Syn0d,..that: makes them capable of the Aſi 
ſtance of the Holy Ghoſt ; and allo that their Deciſion 
claſhes not with thoſe, 7z9e/eble Notions in. the Hu- 
mane Soul, that are preuious Requiſites:for, the under-. 
ſtanding the meaning of xo# exty.the Holy Scriptures, 
but of any Writing whatever. - And «zto which if they 
find-any. thing -in the Letter of the Sacred. Writ re-- 
prugnapt, they may be ſure it is a. Symholical or Figura-. 
tjve Speech, but 10 other Writings, that it is ejther a. 
Figurative Speech or. Nonſence.. He that has, not. this 
previous Furniture, or makes zo «ſe of it, it is impol- 
fible he ſhould prove a, lafe Judge of the ſenſe of Scris 
| |  PEure;. 
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pture. And if he runs counter to what is certainly 
zrue, it 15 evident his. Interpretation is falſe by the ſe- 
cond Common Notion, and that he is not inſpired by 
(ommon Notion the eleventh. _ 
Touching: the ſecond Propoſition, I demand'how 
any can be bound to ſtand. to the judgment of any 
'Syn04, if they decline the previous Requiſites, without 
which 1t is 2-poſſible to underitand the right meaning 
of any Writing whatſoever ;. and whether their pre-- 
rending to judge according to a Rule, does not imply,. 
that there are ſome Common Principles, in which all 
Parties are agreed, according to which , though 
they cannot diſcern that the Synod: has certainly 
defined right, yet if the Syzod run counter: to: 
them, they may be ſure they have defined wrong, 
touching the very ſexſe controverted between the 
Parties. Their profeſſing they Judge according. 
to the Rule, implies the Rule is in. ſome meaſure 
known to all that are concerned. Nor does it at: 
all follow, becauſe the 06jef of their deciſron is the very 
ſenſe controverted between the Parties, that the Sy- 
nod may give what judgment. ſhe will, break all Laws 
of Grammar and Syntax 1n the expounding. the Text; 
much leſs contradi& thoſe Rules.which are zxfinirely- 
zore Sacred, and inviolable, the Common Notions 
which God has imprinted eſſentially. on the*Hyumane 
Underſtanding. Iffach a violence be uſedby any Inz 
terpreters of Scripture, neither the. Synod. of Dort, 
nor any Reformed Church, has or will declare, That 
under pain of being Schiſmaticks and Hereticks, they. 


are obliged in Conſcience.to ſiibmit.to their determis | 
nations. h 


CHAP.. 
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CHAP. IX. 


1. The examinttion of the fixth Prop, by demanding 
whether the Maxim Monſieur Maimbonrg propoſes i 
ro be underſtood in the full ſenſe, without any Appeal 
fo any common agreed on Principles of Grammar, Rhe- 

' torick, Logick a»d Morality. 2. Inſtances of enor- 
monus Reſults from thence, with a demand whether the 
Proteſtant Churches would allow of ſuch abſurd Syno- 
dical Deciſions. 3. That the Citations of Hiſtory, 
ronching the Synod of Dort, prove aot, that all Syno- 
dical Decifions paſs into proper Articles of Faith, 
with the Author's free judgment touching the Carriage 
of that Synod,. and of the Parties condemned cheredy. | 

. 4+ Flis judgment countenanced from what « obſerved 
by Hiſtorians to be the ſentiments of Kjng James in 
the Conference at Hampton Conrt. 


'£ ND yet the fixth and laft Prop of the gene- 
| ral Maxime implies as much, which afhirms, 
That both the Ate oy; and Papiſt are agreed in all 
the five foregomg Sappoſals, or to morecompen- 
ol, in thor tos al As Ther that Church 
in which are found the two. Parties concerned, has 
ever had the power to determine all differences, and 
to declare that as matter of” Faith, which before there 
was 20 obHextivy to believe, and that we are bound 
to acquieſce in their decifions under the penalty of 
being Schiſnratiehs. — | 

But I demand here of Monſieur Maimbonrg, whe- 
ther he will have his Maxime underſtood in a full lati- 
tude of ſenſe, and that immediately without recourſe 
to any Principles in which the Synod and the Parties 
are 
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are agreed, and Counter to which if any determina- 
tion be made, it is null, ſuch as Grammatical Syntax and 
' Lexicographical ſenſe of Words, and (which are Laws 
infinitely more ſacred and inviolable) the Commox 
Notions (as I ſaid before) eſſentially imprinted on the 
Soul of man, either of T7uth or Morality, whether 
without being bounded by theſe, the Proreſtant 
Churches as well as the Portificiar are agreed, that 
we are to ſtand to the Determination of a. Syzod, un- 
der the penalty of being*Schi/maticks ? 

2. As .for example, If a Synod ſhould' interpret; 
Drink ye all of this, of the Clergy: only, and declare it 
does not reach the Lazty,though the Apoſtles and Pri- 
mitive Church underſtood it did :- If notwithſtand- 


ing S* PauPs long Exhortation againſt Religious Exer-. 


ciſe in an unknown Tongue, x Cor: 14. they ſhould by 


fome diſtin&tion or evaſion conclude it lawful. If 


when as it-is faid, Thou ſhalt not make to tHY Rf any 
aven Imageto worſhip and fall down beforeit, they 
hould diftinguiſh and reſtrain it only to the graven. 
Images. of the Heathen Gods. Tf when as it 1sfaid,, 
Thou ſhalt Have no other Gods but me, they ſhould 
diftinguiſh Gods into Supream and Srbordinate, and de-. 
chre, we may have many Subordinate Gods, but. only 
One Supreamm. If when as it is ſaid, Honour thy Father 


and thy. Mother, they ſhould: reftrain it toa Farher or 


Mother of the- ſame Religion with our ſelves, whether 
Political Father or Nataral, otherwiſe- we are free: 
from this Command, and' may defpiſe-both-our*Na- 
tral Parents and our Prince, if they be not of the: 
fame perſwaſion with our ſelves. And'whereas it is. 
faid, Thou ſhalt not commit Adultery, if they ſhould: 
anderftand'it only of ſuch an Adultery as is commit- 
ted for the mere _ of the Fleſh, not for the health 


of the Body, or aſſiſting the Conjugal Impotency of his. 
L _ os | "P Neizhbo hbour.. 


_ 
eee ttt * 
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- common Notions- of Reaſon and Morality , with 


Neighbour. If the Commandment againſt Murther, 
or Killing an-Innocent Perſon, they ſhould reſtrain to 
Murther that is accompanied with delight in Crelty, 
not that which is committed to raiſe a /velyhood, or 
ſecure an Intereſt the Murtherer has eſpouſed. If the 
Commandment againſt Sealizg, they ſhould reſtrain 
to ſuch Theft as is againſt Men of our Religion and 
Perſwaſion,but that we may rob and ſteal from others 
without ſin. And according to the ſame tenour they 
ſhould interpret, "Thou ſhalt not bear falſe witneſs 
againſt thy Neighbour, &c. I demand, I ſay, whe- 
ther Monſieur: Mazmmbourg does conc:ive, that the Pro- 
te#ants, nay, or his own Party, are agreed that all 
ſuch determinations are to be ſubmitted to upon pe- 
nalty of being Schiſmaticks. Let him ask'the Reformed 
Churches if they be thus agreed, or rather let him 
ask his own: Conſcience, .if he think 'they are. 
Wherefate it is plain, that what he produces out of 
the Hiſtory of the Synod of Dort, reaches not the 

int that he drives at, that is to ſay, That it is ac- 
Etats by them, that after a Synod-has decided 
the Controverlie,or given the ſenſe of places of Scrip- 
ture controverted, be.it what it will be, the Deciſion 
is to be ſtood to, under penalty of being Schiſmaticks 
and that there arenot ſomecommonly known Truths, 


which if the determination of a Syzod does claſh, it is 
zpſo fatto null, and a demonſtration that the Spirit of 
God did not affiſt. . | 

3. I obſerve farther, That all the Citations that 
are produced either by Monſieur Mazmbourg himſelf, 
or his Trar/lator, in his Preface and Appendix, will not 
amount to the Proteſtants profeſſing - 494 every Con- 
troverſie or controverted Opinion, after the Deciſiox 
of the $1204, paſſes into an Articleof Faith, which pro- 


perly 
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perly ſignifies ſuch a Doctrine, as without the Belief 
of which, when it is propoſed, he that mis-believes 
it forfeits his Salvation ; for hereby the Synod of 
Dort had damaed all the Lutheran Churches. For my 
own part I muſt confeſs, that in points that are ſo ob- 
{cure, intricate and abſtruſe, and which, as touching 
the main'part of them, have exerciſed and much bat- 
fled humane underſtanding through all Ages, it had 
been a great piece of Chriſtian Prudence for chat Syzod 
to have made Decrees againſt all bitterneſs of ſpeech 
of the diſagreeing Parties oneagainſt another, and to 
have admoniſhed them that they were bound, not- 
withſtanding their difference of Opinion, to live in 
mutual Love one to another, which is the true Badge 
of Chriſt's genuine Diſciples, rather than to have ex- 
aſperated one Party againſt another, by making that 
Dodrine Authentick, which is really 1n it ſelf from 
places of Scripture, and Reaſon lo intricate and diſputa= 
le. But it ſeems to have been the ſleight of Satan 
for the weakning the Reformed Churches that drove 
them to it. But I muſt ſay, on the other fide, that 
when the Synod had determined, they who were de- 
termined againſt, -ought to have ſubmitted to her de- 
termination in a thing ſo really diſputable, and by this 
Chriſtian Policy to have conſerved the peace of the 
Church, and out-witted the Devil. For if they had 
had any modeſty in them, they, might very well in 
ſuch abſtruſe, dark and diſputable points have com+ 
promiſed with the Syzoa, and. preferred the peace and 
fafety of the Reformed Churches, before-the ſatisfaQti- 
onof their own Opinionativeneſs. 
4. And that wiſe Prince, King James the firſt of 
Bleſſed Memory, ſeems to come near to what I have 
ſaid,in the words delivered by his Embaſſadour at the 
Synod of Dor?, as they are cited by Monſieur Maim- 
ie | 4 | bourg 
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boure himſelf m his Pearezble Method, pag. 23. That 
for the allaying thoſe troubles, There was but that oxe 
only means which the Charch had ever made uſe of, a Na- 
tional Synod, which was to be juape in the caſe, and to 
decide which of the two Opinions was more conformable to 
the Word of God : or at leaſt how and in what manner the 
one or the other might be tolerated in the Church of God. 
Which htter part is cunningly left out by the Trax- 
ſlator, in his Preface, pag. 3. But in thoſe latter words, 
King James pjainly intimates his moderate Sentiments 
touching the Controverſy, and that he would not 
have the Deciſion made too rigidly and pinchingly 
on either fide. And ſuitably to this ——_ judg- 
ment of his, in the Conference at Hampron-(onrt, 
when the P»ritazs would have had the nine Lambeth 
Articles, which are morefull and expreſs againſt the 
points of Arminianiſm, to be embodyed into the Ar- 
tictes of our Church, concluded on in the Convo- 
cation holden at London, in the Year 1562. the King 
earneſtly refuſed it. And in his Inftruftions to his. 
Diwvines he ſent ovet tothe Synod of Dor?, this re- 
markable one was amongft the reſt, That they would 
adviſe the Churches that the Miniſters do not deliver 
#n Pulpit to the People thoſe rhings for ordinary Do- 
Qrines, which are the higheſt points of the Schools, 
and not tit for vulgar ' Capacities, but diþputable on. 
both1ides.' And we may be fare when he was fo CAre» 
ful im "this for the foreign 'Churches he would not 
geglet to infuſe the ſame good Principles into his. 
own: And that he could not eaſily believe that upon 
the Deciſion of the Synod of Dort, that paſſed into an 
Article of Faith, without which there is no -Salvati- 
on, which yet he world have hid from the know- 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. X 


r. What Synodical Deciſions are capable of into 
proper. Articles of Faith, and what not.. 2. The ne- 
ceſſity of diſtinguiſhing the doQtrinal Deciſions of Sy- 
nods izto Articlesof Faith, properly ſo called, and Are 
ticles of Communion. 3. The meaning of the Kjng"s 
Anſwer to My.Knewſtubs, i the Conference at Ham- 
pton-Court : AzdrhatSynods have unlimited Power 
zo put what ſenſe they pleaſe on places of Scripture, and 
make them paſs into Articles of Faith, zot proved 
to be the Opinion of the Proteſtant Churches. 4. That 
our Engliſh Church is againſt it, largely proved out of 
her Articles. 5. No Article of Faith —_ in 

 Geriptnre that cannot be fetched thence but by inter- 

[. preting againſt the Proleptick Principles of rightly 

circumſtantiated Senſe ava Common Notions 2x- 
grafted eſſentially in the Humane Underſtanding. 
6. Of Deciſion of Points neceſſary to Salvation, 'and 
zo the juſt ifying the Chriſtian Worſhip, and thoſe that 
are leis neceſlary, and leſs clear, and laſtly, thoſe that 
have an Inſuperable Difficulty o» both ſides. 7. 
Monſieur Maimbourg's general Maxime, that 2 is 
not agreed in by the Proteſtant Churches, abundantly de- 

x parts, one? with a Note of the Subtilty of the Ro- 

-  maniſts z» declining the Diſpute of the pm_—_ me- 
rits of their C aafe, and making it their buſineſs to per- 
ſwade; firſt, that their Church is Infallible. 8. 4 
Meeting with Monſieur Maimbourg once more in his 
own Method, and thereby demonſtrating that Tranſub- 
ſtantiation #* groſly falſe, and conſequently the. Church 

of Rome fallible, wirh a» hint of a true peaceable 

Method of reconciling Papiſts and Proteſtants. 


L 2 | * Where- 
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"P Herefore it ſeems needful to take notice of 
this diſtintion of the Do#rizal Deciſions 


-of Synods, that ſome pals into, or rather are of the na- 
-ture of the Articles of Faith, the knowledge of them 


being zeceſſary to keep us from Sin and Damnation. 
And ſuch were the Do#rizal Deciſions of thoſe anci- 
ent Primitive Councils, who outof Scripture plainly 
declared the truth of the D:ivizity of Chriſt and 
Triunity of the Godhead, without which the Church 


' would be involved in groſs [dolatry. And therefore 


the Deciſions of the Controverſies did naturally paſs 
into profeſſed Articles of the Chriſtian Faith, and ſuch 
as our Salvation depended on. But to imagine that 
every Dot#rinal Deciſion of a Syzod paſles into a pro- 
per Article of Faith, without which there is no Salva. 
tion, and that a Sy-od has power to make that an Ar- 
tice of Faith, before which men were ſafe and ſinleſs 
as to that point, is to put it into the power of a Sy- 
od to damn God knows how many Myriads of men 
which Chriſt dyed for, and had it not been for theſe 
curious,-or rather miſchievous Deciſions, might have 
been ſaves 3 than which what. can he more prodi- 
10Us.! W 
: 2, Whence we ſee plainly, it is off neceſſary to 


. make this diſtinftion in Doirinal Decilions of Synods,, 


that ſome may be Articles of Faith, others only Arti- 
cles of Communion, that if any oppoſe or diſparage the 
{aid Articles, whether they be of the Clergy or Laity, 
they make- themſelves obnoxious to Excommunicati- 
en-; and if a Clergy-man does not ſubſcribe to.them, 


 hemakes himſelf uncapable of Eccleſcaſtical Tmploy- 


ment. This is all. that Monſieur Mainbovre can: 
{queeze out of all his Citations our of the ſtory of the 
Synod of Dort, ſo far as I can perceive, or his Tran- 
flator. 
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ſtator in his Prefaze and Appendix, out of thoſe he pro- 
duces touching the Church of England. 
3- And that which his 7raz/ator 1n his Preface 
would make ſuch a great buſineſs of, wiz. "I'his wiſe 
King's anſwer to M* Kyenſtabs, at the Conference 
at Hampton Court, when he was asked, How far an 
Ordinance of the Church was to bind men without im- 
peachment of their Chriſtian Liberty : to which he ſaid, 
he would not argue that point with him, but anſwer 
therein as Kings are wont to ſpeak in Parliament, 
Le Roy [*aviſera, Andtherefore I charge you never: 
ſpeak more to-that point how far you are bound to 
obey when the Church has once ordained it. I ſay, 
nothing more can be collected out of this anſ{wer,. 
but that he modeſtly intimated his Opinion, that he: 
meant not that al! Synodical Deciſions paſſed into Ar-- 
ticles of Faith, but may be only Articles of Communi-- 
03 in the ſenſe I have already explained. And what 
I have already laid, if ſeriouſly and conſiderately ap- 
plyed to what he produces in his Appendsx, will eati- 
ly diſcover that. they prove nothing more touching the: 
Church of Ezglazad, than what we have already al- 
m_ to be her Do&trine touching the Authority of: 
Synods. : 

"But that a Syzod without any limitation or appeal 
ta. certain Principles in which both the Synod and Par- 
ties conteſting 'are all agreed, may by her bare #m- 
mediate Authority, give what ſenſe ſhe pleaſes on pla- 
ces, of Scripture, alledged- in. the Controverſy, and- 
that her Deciſion paſſes.into, an Article of Faith, which: 
the Parties caſt are bound to afſent to,. under the pain 
of becoming Hereticks and Schiſmaticks: Nothing can: 
be more contrary than this to the. Declarations of the 
Church of Ezgland.. So far.is it from truth, That ab 
the Proteſtant Chakras agreed in his grand-Ma-- 
ime above mentioned. 4. Let 


— 
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4. Let the Church of England ſpeak for her ſelf, 4r- 
tic. 19. © As the Church of Feraſalem, Alexandria, 
« 2nd Azticch, ſo allo the Church of Rome has erred, 
&« not only in their Livizg and Ceremonies, but alſo 
« in Matters of Faith. And Article 21. General 
< Councils may not be gathered together without the 
<« Commandment and Will of Princes. And when 
* they be gathered together (foraſmuch as they be 
« an Aſſembly of men, whereof all be not governed 
<« with the Spirit and Word of God) they may err, 
< and ſometimes have erred even in things appertain- 
< ing to God : whetefore things ordained by thern, as 
<< neceſſary to Salvation, have neither Strength nor 
« Authority, unleſs it may be declared that they be 
<« taken out of the Holy Scriptures. Here our Church 
plainly declares, That fora{mach as a Council or Sy- 
nod confifts of f#{zble Perſons, they can determine no- 


- thing »eceſſary to Salvation, but what they can make 


out that it is clearly, to any unprejudiced Eye, con- 
tained in the Scripture, not fetched out by weak and 
precarious Conſequences, or phancifa! Surmiſes, much 
eſs by a diſtorted Interpretation , and repugnant to 
Common Senſe and Reaſop, which are neceſſarily ſup- 
poſed in the underſtanding of any Scripture or Wri- 


=_y whatſoever, as I have intimated above. 


nd even that Article (20.) which the Tra»/lator 
produces in his Preface,” ih the behalf of Monſieur 
Maimbonrg's grand Maxime, do but produce the 
whole Article and it is plainly againſt it. For the 
words are theſe : -* The: Church has power to de- 


_ * gree Rites ahd Cerethonies and Authority in'Con- 


« txoverſies of Faith; and yet it is not lawful for the 
« Eliurch to- vrdain 'arly thing that 1s contraty to 
* God's Word written, neither may it fo expound 
< ofte place of Seripture that it be repugnant 'roa- 
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& nother. Wherefore although the Church be a 
« Witneſs and Keeper of Holy Writ, yet as it oughr 
« not to decree any thing azazaft the ſame ; To beſide 
< the ſame, ought it not to inforce any thing to be be- 
&« lieved for Veceſ/ity of Salvation.. It is true, the 
Church is here ſaid to have Authority in Controverſies 
of Faith, As certainly if any ſhould raiſe new Stirs 
in any National Church, touching fuch points as the 
Antient Primitive Synods have concluded for, in the 
behalf of the Divinity of Chrift, and Triunity of the 
God-head, pretending they have clearer demonftra- 
tions than ever yet were propoſed againſt thoſe Deci- 
fions or any of like nature, which may concern the. 
Juſtifiablenef of our Chriſtian Worſhip, and indiſpen- 
fable way of Satvation, the Church has Authority as. 
ſhe ever had, in ſuch Controverſies, to ratifie ſuch 
Articles of Faith, but ſhe is not ſaid to have Authori-- 
ty to make every Synoaical Deciſion an Article of Faith, 
whether the nature thereof will bear it or no. Nay 
her Authority is excluded from mforcing any thing: 
beſides what is clearly enough contained in the- 
Scripture (as affuredly thoſe points.are above-men- 
tioned, though with weak or caviliing men they.have- 
been made queſtionable): to be believed. for Necefity: 
of Satvation. Which. is the proper CharaQter of an: 
Article of Faith, according as the Preface to the Atha-. 
z»afian#Creed intimates. And Monſieur Maimbourg: 
himſelf is ſo ſenfible of this main Truth, that in the: 
Explication of his general Maxime, he acknowledges. 
that-the Churchthas no Autority to coin any New Ar-- 
ticles of Faith, Bur only to declare The has: diſcove-- 
red them exiſtent before in the Scriptures, but not ſo- 
clearly eſpy*d' or diſcerned as by an affembled Synod.. 
. But certainly nd Article of Farrh, that'is tofay,. 

a0 Truth neceffary to Salyation can be ſaid tobe pre- 
| | © exiſtent: 
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exiſtent in the Scriptures, and having lain hid to be 
diſcovered afterwards, that is not diſcovered but by 
ſuch forced Interpretations of the, Text, that are re- 
pugnant to Common Senſe and Reaſon. Ts not this a 
Reproach to the Wiſdom of God, that he ſhould in- 
ſpire the Holy Penmen to ſet down Truth zeceſſary to 
zlvation {o obſcurely, that the meaning cannot be 
reached without doing violence to-Gommon Senſe and 
Reaſon, and running counter to thoſe previous Prin- 
ciples, without, which it is impoſſible to make ſenſe 
of any writing whatever ? Or without interpreting 
one place of Scripture repygnartly to the plain ſenſe 
of another. Which-this Article expreſly forbids as 
unlawful. So plain 1s it that our Church limits the 
Authority of a Synod to certain Rules agreed of on 
all bands, againſt which they have no Authority to 
define any thing : And p/azz places of Scripture is one 
Rule, contrary to which it is not lawful to interpret 
any either pretendedly or really obſcure place. Nor 
can any place at all be plain without the admittance 
of thoſe Proleptick Principles of rightly circamſtantia- 
ed ſenſe and common undeniable Notions efſentially in- 
grafted in the mind of man, whether they relate to 
Reaſon or Morality, Theſe, both Synod and Conteſters 
are ſuppoſed to be agreed on, and therefore no Syzo- 
dical Deciſion repugnant to theſe according to our 
Church in interpreting of Scripture (if I rightly un- 
derſtand her) ought to have Autority with it. 

6. But as for do#rinal Deciſions, ſuch as concern 
the Juſtifiableneſs of the Chriſtian Worſhip, and are 
of Neceſſity to Salvation, and ſuch as, although either 
weak or willful cavilling men may make queſtiona- 
ble, yet are clearly enough delivered 1n Scripture, 
theſe, queſtionleſs, a Synod has Autority todetermine 
as Articles of Faith. And ſuch as have not. the like 
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Clearneſs nor Neceſſity, as alſo innocent and indifferent 
Rites. and Ceremonies, when the one and the other 
ſcem- advantagions to the Church, ſuch Sywodical De- 
. cifions may paſs into Articles of Communion, in that 
{enſe I have above explained. And laſtly, as in that 
caſe of the Synod of Dort, when the points contro- 
verted have on both ſides that z#vixcible Obſcurity 
and Intricacy, and there ſeems to be forcivle Argu- 
ments for either concluſion ; What I humbly coa- 
ceive 1s to. be done in that caſe , I have fully enough 
expreſſed already, and therefore think it needleſs a- 
Bain to repeat. e" I90 F2 
7. In the mean time, I hope, I have made it ma- 
nifoldly apparent that Monſieur Maimbourg's general 
Maxime ,- viz. That the Church, in which are 
found the. two Parties concerned , has ever had the 
Power to determine all differences, and to declare 
that as Matter of Faith, which before there-was no 
Obligation to believe ; And that we are bound to ac- 
quieſce in her Deciſions under the penalty of being 
Schiſmaticks, is not, (eſpecially as he would have his 
Mzxime underſtood) agreed on by all Churches, as 
well Proteſtant as Pontifician. And that therefore this 
Szare or Net, wherewith he would catch and carry 
Captive the Proteſtants into a Profeſſion of the Infal- 
libility of the Church in Sy»odical Deciſions, ſo that 
the Church muſt be firſt allow'd Infallible, that we 
may glibly ſwallow down whatſoever ſhe decides, 
even Tranſabſtantiation it ſelf, with all other Errours . 
of the Church of Rome; this Vet or Sz»are, I hope, I 
have ſufficiently broken. And I will only note by 
the bye, how the ſubtileſt Rowansſts declining the 
Merits of the (uſe, labour Tooth and Nail to eſta- 
bliſh the abſolute Infalkbility of their Church. But 
our Saviour tells us , By the fruit you ſhall know thems. 
| — | Wherefore 
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Wherefore any man on: Company of men: that prq- 
feſs, thenzſelves infalbble, their Infallibclity muſt be 
examined. by. their Dottnines, which-if they be plainly 
.any-one of them. falſe, their boaſk of Ifallibility mott * 
certainly: 15 not: trug. | 

8, But foraſmuch as an. _4ppeat to a. Maxime pre- 
tended to; be agreed. upon by. both fides, both Papiſts 
and-Proteftants, is made ule ob with ſo muck Wit and 
Artifice, to: ingage the Proteſtants to umbrace Tran- 
[whſtartiation: and; the reſt of the Rowifhs Exrours : I 
bope Monſieur Maimbourg will not take it amiſs, if I 
civilly meet him again in his own Way, and ſhow 
him by-an Appeal, nat only:tq.aze Maxine, but above 
2: dozen at: lealk of Commun Not ions, which Ididabove 
xecite, and in which: both Papiſts and Provethants, and 
2/1 mankind ave agreed, thav it may-demonftratively 
be made; evident. that:the Doftrine of Tranſubſtaytia- 
tiomis groefly falls, | 

For that whiclt:ia it felÞ is falſe, no-dec/aring or fay- 
ipg it is. txue, though by. the vote of an extire Synod, 
can make it; true; bythe jinf of the Common Notio 
above mentioned, Chap. 8. Sedk 4. Es 

Segondly,: Whatever is plainly repugnant to what 
is zrwe,/ 1s certainly felfe, and conſequently can be ng 
due: Artiele of a. rae: Faith os Religion, by the ſecond 
238d tr4 Common. Notions... And' therefore, Tran- 
ſaubft antiation: cannot pais. into. an Article of Fairh by 
the Authority of any: Sd. whatever. 5 

Thirdly, Now that the Dodtrine of Thanſ#bau- 
Fatron:is falle, 1s manifeſt from the aſſurance of our- 

Senſes riahtly, crreamſlantiated; Fo which our Savi- 
exy Chriit appeals, who is wiſer-than-alÞ rhe Synods. 

that: ever were or wilt be, as was obſerved” in: Com. 

men Notion the fourth. Bub one Sexfes aſſure ns it: 
1 Bread: Ralt;. got the Bady. off Chrif.. - 
DIE _y | Fourthly,. 
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Fourthly, bf - Franſmbflantiationbetrue, anEfence 
'or:Being that. isvze veraimng fill one,may be divided 
ar ſeparate! from 'it ſelf, which is repugnant tothe 
Fifth Common Notion. 

. Fifthly, If Tranſubftantiation be true,'thewhote is 
not bigger than the purtnor the part leſstharthe whos, 
which:contradias'the forh Common. Notion. 

Sixthly, If Tranſubſtantiazion:be true,the partsn 
a Diviſion donot:only-agreewiththe whole, bat-agree 
one'with havchivonerrdied abfolutely the'ſame; 
tor:divide a.conſecrated Wafer into two, v2. MH. and 
B. this A..and B. are the fame intire {2dividual Body 
of Chrift.according'to: this Do&rine, which: contra- 
dis the ſever 'Common Notion. . 

Seventhly., If:the ſaid Doctrine beitrue, oneant the 
ſame}Body 'may be a:Cnbe and a Globe at:once, thave 
the figure of an Hume Body and -of a iPyr anidl and 
Cylinder at 'the ſame time, according as 'they ſhall 
mould the Conſecrated:Bread, which 1s'repugnant to 
the ezghtrh Common Notion. R— 

Eighthly, Tranſabſhmtiarion, if it be any truth ar 
all, it is a Revealed Truth; but no:Revelation'the Re- 
vealing whereof, or the 9a»ner of Revealing is 'repug- 
»:e#t to the Divine Artribates, can be from 'God, 'by 
Common Notion'the #ixzh : but if this Do&rine of 
Tranſubſtutiation were a Truth, it ſeems not to ſate 
with the Wiſdom of God 'to 'reveal-a Truth 'that 
ſeems fo palpably to overthrow-and/thwart a/the 7z- 
nate Principles of humane Underſtanding, and theal: 
ſurance of the 'righth ciroumſt artiated Senſes, 'to both 
which-Chrift himſelf appeals, and without which we 
have no certainty of the Miracles of Chriſt and'his 
Apoftles. And he hence expofes his Church' to'be 
befool'dby all the lucriferous fiftions of a fallacious 


Prieſthood. . 
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-And beſides this;the circumſtances or -arrcr of its 
firſt Revelation at the Lord's Supper as they would 
bave it, ſhows it cannot be; for the Conſecrated 
Bread retaining ſtill the ſhape and all other ſenſible 
qualities of Bread without any change, and that by. a 
miraculous ſupporting them, now zot inherext in their 
proper ſubjeQt Bread, which is tranſubſtantiated. into 
that very Body that holds it in his hands, or ſeems 
ſotodo: I ſay, as I have allo intimated before, to 
be thus at the expence of ſo vaft a Miracle here at. his 
laſk Supper, and to: repeat the: ſame Miracle upon 
all. the Conſecrations of the. Bread by the Prieſt, 
which is the: moſt effeQtual means to make all men 
Infidels, as to the belief of Tran/ubſtantration, and to 
occaſion thence ſuch cruel and bloody Perſecutions, is 
apparently contrary to the Divine Wiſdom and Good- 
es;and therefore neither pretended Tradition nor freſh 
Interpretation of the inſpired Text, can make ſo groſs 
a falſhood true, by the rexth and eleventh Common 
Notions. - ' 

Ninthly, If Tran/abſtantiation be true, one andthe - 
fame Body may be many thouſand'times bigger or 
leſs than it ſelf at the ſame time, foraſmuch as the 
leaſt Atom or particle of his Body or Tranſubſt antiated 
Bread is his whole Body as well as the bizger lump ac- 
cording; to this Dottrine), . which. contradias. the 
' Twelfth Common Nation... {7 

'Fenthly,. If. this Dodtrine be true, The [ame Iz: 
dividual Body. ſtill exiſting and having exiſted ma- 
ny Years ,, may notwithſtanding be. made whiles it 
already exiſts, which contradifts the, Thirteenth Com- 
mort Notion. Bent as + 1:1 | 
- Eleventhly, If Tranſubfantiation be true, one and 
the ſame Body may, be preſent' with it ſelf, and 
many Thouſands of Miles abſent from. it- ſelf at 
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once; be ſhut up in a Box,: and free to walk in the 
Field, and to aſcend into Heaven' at the ſame time; 
contrary to the Fourteenth and ' Fiftee#trþ Common 
Notions. v3 22000 3.7 1162 015 10 Ne U 
_ And laſtly, If this DoQtrine be true,\'a'man may 
ſwallow his own Body whole, Head,' Feet, Back, 
Belly , Arms, 'and Thighs, and Stomach it ſelf 
through his Mouth, down his Throat into his Sto- 
mach, that is to ſay, every whit of himſelf into one 
knows not what. of himſelf; leſs-than'a' Mathema- 
tical Point or nothing... 'This Chrift might have done, 
and aCtually didif he did eat the Conlecrated' Bread 
with his Diſciples, - which contradicts the Sixteenth: 
Common Notion. 

W herefore ſince in. vertue: of ove ſingle .Maxim,, 
Monſieur Maimbourg ſuppoſing the Proteſtants as well 
as the Papiſts agreeing therein (though 1n that, as T 
have: fſhow?d; he is miſtaken ) would draw in the 
Proteſtants to imbrace the DoCtrine of Travſubſtan- 
tiation, and other Errors. of the Roman Church, L 
appeal: to- him how. much more reaſonable ' it is,. 
x © he and as-many as are of his perſwaſion ſhould: 
relinquiſh that DoCrine , Out contraditting ſo many 
Common Notions, which not only all Papiſts-and. 
Proteſtants , but indeed all the whole World are. 
_ in.. And hence clearly diſcerning the I»fal- 
[ibility of the Roman Church, upon- which this and: 
other erroneous Doarines are. built (ſuch as-Invoca- 
tion of Saints, Worſhipping of Images, and the. like) 
plainly to fail, that they ſhould bethink themſelves, 
what need. there is to- reform their: Church: from 
| ſuchgroſs errours, and to- pray to.God to-put it-into. 
the mind: of their Governours.ſo. to. do; which. 
would be a peaceable method indeed for the reuniting Pro-- 
zeſtants ana Catholicks in. matters of Faith; aud. princi- 
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of -his Method has it. Cents bf9516 031-255 L2H 
But -to require an 'Vn/0a, things ftanding/as they 
are, is to expe& of us that we ceaſe to be menito!be- 
come -Chri#1ans.of þ novel Mode unknown to 'the 
Primitive Qhurch, {and winder pretence -of Kaith to 
abjure the indeleble Principles\of ſound .Reaſon,. thoſe 
immutable Common Notivas which the Eternal Logos 
has eſſentially ingrafted in -our Souls, and without 
which neither -Gertairty of Faith can:confiſt, nor any 
aſſured ſenſe of either the 'Hpty Scriptures 'or - ay 
Writingelſe be foung: out br underſtood. 
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Reader, 

Lthough I had writ ſome few Notes, ſuch as 
I conceived were fit, either further to con- 
firm, or elle to clear the ſenſe of ſeveral Paſſages in 
my Diſcourſe of the Real Preſence; yet in humble 
ſubmiſſion to their Judgments, that I eaſily prefer 
before my own in {uch Caſes as theſe, T have wil- 
lingly omitted the publiſhing of them a/!, faving 
this, which is upon that Paſſage in the firſt Imprei- 
ſion of my Diſcourſe, pag. 38. /. 5. but inthis ſecond 
Edition, pag. 35. {. 15. The Paſſuwe 15 this : Ard yet 
in the ſame place St. Auguſtine ſays, &c. The Note 
this. 

Iz the [ame place, namely 1n the ſame place of Phz- 
lippus Morneus de Enchariſtia, 11b. 4. cap. 8. pag. 751. 
Docuerat (ſays Mornzss) poſt Paulum Auguſtinus, i- 
dui nos Chriftum in Baptiſmo ;, in eodem etiam Corporis 
& ſanguinis Chriſti participes fieri, Now there are 
ſeveral places in St. Auguſtine, wherein he aſlerts that 
Infants partake of the Exchariſt, that they may have 
life in them, alluding to thoſe words of our Saviout 
in the Gxth of St. Fohz, v. 53, 54. Except ye eat the 

fleſh of the ſon of man, and drink his blood, ye have no 
life in you. He that eats my fleſh and drinks my blood, 
| N be 
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has eternal life. Mornaas therefore though upon a. 
miſtake of his in Hiſtory (for he goes upon this 
falſe Hypotheſis, that, though the Cuſtome of Com- 
municating Infants had qbtained ſome time in the 
Church, ſuppoſe from St. Cypriax's time ſomewhat 
onwards, yet it had been worn out again, at leaſt 
for the moſt pax, in the times of St. Auguſtize:) yet 
I fay, his Hypotheſis being given him, he rational- 
ly enough colles, and firmly concludes, that St. Au- 
guſtine , when he argues from. the-communicating 
Infants, underſtood that they received the Fleſh and 
Blood of Chriſt (viz. mentioned Fohz 6.) in their 
very being Baptized. For the Communicating Infants . 
being worn out, as Morners ſuppoſes in St. Auſtin's 
Time, and yet he affirming they partake of .the Ex- 
chariſf, where can they partake of it but in their 
Baptiſm? This reaſoning, I fay, had been firm, if 
Morneus. had not been miftaken in his Hypotheſis. 
For it was an univerſal Cuftome even in St. Au#irn's. 
time himſelf, to give the Enchari# to Infants after - 
Baptiſm. "And Dallens has learnedly made it out, 
that it was the general Cuftome of the whole Chri-. 
ſftian Church thus to do from _ time, till {e- 
veral Ages after St. Auſtiz, the Cuſtome being ground- 
ed upon thoſe ſayings of our Saviour in the ſixth of 
St. John above-recited, wv. 53, 54. See Dallzus de Cul- 
tibus Religiofis Latinorum, lib. 5. cap. 3 4. 

But yh as I ſee, though for ſurenefs they added 
the Euchariſt to the Baptiſm of Infants, yet the wi- 
ſer ſort of them held, that.Life and Salvation by Bap-. 
tiſm alone is obtainable, provided the other be not 
omitted' out of contempt or wilful negle&. The 
words of Fulgentius, which Dalleus cites, cap. 4. pug. 
587. are remarkable as to this. point They are con- 
cermng the ſtate of a.certain #hiopian Servant, who 
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having been Bapezzed, but weak, expired before-they 
could give him the Euchariſt. Wherefore Ferrandus 
Diaconus propofing his doubt to Fulgentizes, touching 
the ſtate of this Azhiopran Servant , whether he 
might be ſaved or no ; freely and judiciouſly anſwers 
him , that he need not to be ſollicitous touching 
that matter : for as much as every one by the very 
Baptiſm he receives,is made a member of Chriſt, and 
ſo 1s to be conceived to eat the Fleſb of Chriſt according 
to the truth of the Myſtery ( ſecunautk Myſterii werita- 
ters) though he does not receive it ſecundum weritatis 
Myſteria. Qui enim, ſays he, membrum corporis Chrifts 
fit,quomodo non accipit _ ipſe fit? Quando utique illius 
fit verum corporis um,cujus corporis eſt in ſacrificio 
ſacramentum. Foc ergo fit ille regeneratione ſaniti Bap- 
tiſmatis, quod eft de ſacrificio ſumpturus Altaris, This 
ſentence of Fulgentius, for the weight and elegancy 
of it, 1s worthy to be writ in Letters of Gold. I 
will adventure torender it in Exg/zſb, though it muſt 
needs loſe of the elegancy it has in the Latiz. For 
he who is made « Member of Chriff, how can he but 
receive what he himſelf is made ? For as much as «he is 
made a true Member of that Body of which the conſecrate 
Sacrament is 4 ſign. Therefore he is made by Regene- 
ration in holy Baptiſm, that which he is to receive from 
the Sacrament on the Altar, that is , he partakes of 
that Fleſh and Blood of Chrift, of which he himſelf 
pronounces, My Flefh is Meat indeed, and my Blood 
is Drink indeed; and he that eateth not my Fleſh 
and drinketh not my Blood, -has.no life in him. 
Which words was the occafion of Communicating In- 
fants. But this free and learned Father of the Church 
' Fulgentizs ſhows, how that they that are Baptized 
are poſſeſſed of this Fleſh and Blood already, in ver- 
tue of their very Baptiſm. Rn: 1s the point Mor- 
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n4us Would have won out of ſeveral: Paſſages in 
St. Auſtin ; but his Hypotheſis failing, that attempt 
has proved fruſtraneous. But TI hope this of Ful- 
gentins will compenſate that loſs. | 
And further to confirm. the truth of this golden 
Sentence of that venerable Father, I ſhall offer this 
brief Demonſtration,premiſing theſe two things,v7z. 
(1.) That which we partake of in our Bapri/mal 
Regeneration in being born of the Spirit , Johz 3. wv. 
5,6. is ſuch, as With it we are in the ſtate of Life and 
Salvation, but without it we are not 1n the ſtate of 
Life and Salvation. (2.) That which we partake 
of in the Celebration of the Holy Euchariſt, in eat- 
ing the Fleſh of the Son of Man, and drinking his 
Blood, Fohn 6. v. 53, 54+ is ſuch, as with it we are 
in the ſtate of Life and Salvation, but without it we 
are not in the ſtate of Life and Salvation. Or, 
which is all one, That which is ſuch, as with' it 
we are in the ſtate of Lite and Salvation , but 
without it we are nor in the ſtate of Life and Salva- 
tion, we, partake of in the Celebration of the Holy 
Euchariſt, in eating the Fleſh of the Son of Man, 
and drinking his Blood. | 
But now to proceed. That which 1s fuch that with 
it we are in the ſtate of Life and Salvation, but 
without it weare not in the ſtate of Life and Salvati- 
on, where-ever that is received,it 1s one and the ſame 
thing realzter, nor can be conceived two diſtin 
things really ſeparate from one another , or not to be 
in the ſame SubjeCt.- For it plainly implies a con- 
tradiCtion, that they ſhould be two ſeveral things, of 
each whereof: /eparatim from one another, it may be 
laid truly, That: with it we are in the ſtate of Life 
and Salvation, but withour it we are not 1a the ſtate 
of Life and Salvation. 
AS 
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As let theſe two ſeveral things, for Argumentati- 
on fake, be 4. and B. and let C. be the ſtate of Life 
and Salvation. It we ſay, with 4. we are in C. 
but without 4. we are not in C. we cannot fay 
then, with B. we arein C. but without B. we are 
not in C.. For [With 4. we are in C.] is a. plain 
contradi&tion to [Without B. weare not in C.] and 
[Without 4. we are not in C.] is a plain contra- 
diction to [With B. we are in (.] Whence 
it isa manifelt Repugnancy to conceive otherwiſe, 
than that 4. and B. that have been, for Diſpute ſake, 
ſuppoſed to be. really different things, muit be one 
and the ſame thing rea/iter, as the Schools ſpeak, and 
as we have above explained. 

It remains only now that we make. good the two 
Points we. have premiſed. 

Firſt then , Whenas-our Saviour ſays to Nicode- 
mus, John 3. 3. Except a. man: be born again, he cannot 
ſee the Kingdom of Goa; Certainly,. ſeeing the Kjng- 
dom of God, does imply at. leaſt ſo. much,. that he 
that: is thus born again is in the ſtate of Life. and 
Salvation :- Our: Church Catechiſm alſo ſeeming to 
expreſs this Priviledge touching Baptiſm, by an [»- 
heritour of the Kingdom of Fleaven ,. as if by_ our 
Baptiſmal Regeneration, we become Heirs that have 
a Right to that Celeſtial: Kingdom. And St. Paul 
ſays expreſly to Tits, Ch. 3. Weare ſaved Lavacro 
Regenerationtss. And then when he ſays, Except a mar 
be born of Water and the Spirit he cannot ſee the Kjnz- 
dom of God,does itnot plainly imply,that if he be bora 
of Water and the Spirit, that he ſhall ſee the King- 
dom of God, and {o ve in the ſtate of Life and Sal- 
vation. Which yet he & ot according to the very. 
Words of our Saviour, unleſs he be bora of Water 
and the Spirit. Ard therefore in our Baptiſmal Rege- 
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neration in being born of the-Spirit, v. 6. we par- 
take of that with which we are in the ſtate of Life 
and Salvation, and without which we-are not in the 
ſtate of Lite and Salvation, according to the fr/# 
Point premiſed. 

The ſecond, viz; 'That which we partake of in 

the Holy Euchariſt, in eating the Fleſh of Chriſt and 
' drinking his Blood, is ſuch, as with it we are in the 
ſtate of Life and Salvation, and without it we. are 
not in the ſtate of Life and Salvation, zhz is expreſly 
| declared John: 6. 53, 54. Except ye eat the fleſh of the 
ſon of man, and drink his blood, ye have no life iy you. 
 Whoſo eateth my fleſh, and drinketh my blood, hath eter- 
ual life, &c. Wherefore in being borz of the ſpirit in 
. our Baptiſmal Regeneration, we then partake of the 
Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt, as we do afterwards in 
the Holy (Communion, it being repugnant that they 
ſhould be two really diftint things, as was demon- 
ftrated above. But in being borz of the ſpirit, we do 
not partake of the natural Fleſh and Blood of Chrift, 
and therefore there is as St. Jerome phraſesit (for inot 
 Gratian, but St. Jerome, is the firſt Anthor of that di- 
ſftinRtion) a Divire or Spiritual Fleſh and Blood (di- . 
ſtin& from his Natural) which we partake of both 
in Baptiſm and the Lora's Supper. In the one as the 
Seed and Element of our Regeneration, 1n the other as 
the Aliment or Nutriment of our New Birth, 

'This is clear enough already, but that the Reader 
may not ſufpeG any trick put upon him in my uſing 
a Geometrical Form in a Theological Argument, I 
will exhibit the proof of Falzenrizs his aſſertion in 
yet a more cloſe and ſuccinQ way, reducing all into 
one ſingle Syllogiſm, "Fhnis : 

That wh which-we are in the ſtate of Life and 
Salvation, and without it we are not in the ftate - 

Life 
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Life and Salvation, is rhe thing received in the Holy 
Euchariſt, in eating the Fleſh and drinking the Blood 
of Chriſt. He LL 

But the thing received in Baptiſm in being born 
of the Spirit, 1s that with which we are in the ſtate 
of . Life and Salvation, and without it we are not in 
the ſtate of Life and Salyation. 

Therefore the thing received in Baptiſm, in be- 
ing born of the ſpirit, is the thing received in the 
Holy Eucharift in eating the Fleſh and drinking the 
Blood of Chriſt ; which 1s the very affertion of that 
excellent Father of the Church Fulgertius , which 
T undertook-to demonſtrate to be true, which T have - 
done accordingly in this fingle Syllogiſm, the two.. 
premifed Points haying been clearly proved before. 

Thus have I finiſhed my Norte upon this fingle 
Paſſage of my D#/conr/e. of the Real Preſence, in. 
which Morzews is found not rightly to have under- - 
ſtood St. Auſtiz ; and being not conſcious to my ſelf 
of any miſtake in the management of the ſaid Diſ- 
courſe , but thi, I thought it neceflary , though T: 
omit all the reft, to publiſh this Note upon that Paſ- 
ſage out of Morne, wherein St. Auſtin is concern- 
ns That if any Antagoniſt appear, he may be pre- 
vented from triumphing in the Diſcovery of a Mi- 
ſtake, which is acknowledged to- be ſuch already ; 
and that others in the mean time may be more pun- 
Etually informed, nor beled into any Errour 90s. a 
this preſent Matter by this Paſſage in my Book. 

I will only add this reaſonable Requeſt of the 
Reader, and ſo conclude, viz. That, ſince it has been . 
thought fit to fpeak of St. Jerome's Divine or Spiri- 
tual Body of Chrift (who is the Logos Jzcarnate) 
only in gexeral, he will: not be foe ill-natured as to - 
conceive any condition of it in particidar, or. fix any . 
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ſenſe, which he thinks 2o/# abſard. But if he have 
ſeveral incongruous conceits thereof, that he would 
be ſo humane as to think the moſt tolerable to be my 
ſenſe : But if he will ſo far ſtrain courteſy with him- 
{elf, as not to.reſt in his thoughts till he has found 
out ſuch a ſenſe as he thinks congruous and unexcepti- 
onable, and will be ſo Heroically ('andid and Charitable 
aSto take that to be my meaning, I can aflure him 
he. has not much miſſed the Mark. For the diſtin&t 
Idea which T have thereof, after anxious and impar- 
tial ſcrutiny, is ſuch as claſhes with neither Scri- 

ture nor ſound Reaſon, nor with any truly Apo- 
{tolick DoQrine ſo far as I can judge. And ſo far 
as it ſhall be found claſhing with any of theſe, ſo far 
ſhall T willingly diſown it and diſcard it from being 
mine. | 
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